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A complete review of the files of our New York Office 
fand of those at the Seat of Goverment has now been completed 
j to establish what basis Bernstein had for stating that he had 
carried on certain activities in association with the FBI* 

At the SOG the Appellate Court and Supreme Court 
decisions in the cases of U.S. vs. Goldstein, U.S. vs. Weiss, 
and U.S. vs. Nardone were reviewed for this purpose. 

^ It has been ascertained that in the case of U.S. vs. 

Weiss, Bernstein, as attorney for a group of insurance companies, 
developed sufficient information to warrant the prosecution of some 
75 subjects under the mail fraud statutes. He presented the 
evidence which he had developed including evidence secured through 
the operation of wire taps at the office of the U.S. Attorray in 
the Southern District Seer* of New York. The U.S. Attorney turned 
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the evidence over to Post Office Inspectors who without further 
investigation recommended prosecution^ In connection with the 
prosecution the FBI was called into the case for two specific 
reasons: (1) to perform all accounting work, (2) to conduct an 

intimidation of witnesses investigation. In the latter instance 
agents of our Mew York Office conferred on January 7, 1938, with an 
Assistant U.S. Attorney and Ifehum Bernstein. Subsequently, 
through Bernstein an informant was introduced to an agent of our 
New York Office and arrangements were made for the informant to 
meet a New York Agent at Bernstein* s home . Thereafter on one 
occasion the informant arranged to have a telephone conversation 
which he conducted with a subject recorded in Bernstein* s office. 
After the recording was made the informant turned the record over 
to our New York Office. Mb other information was developed 
showing any association between Bernstein and the FBI either in the 
Weiss case or any other matter. 

It is presumed that Bernstein’ s statement regarding 
his having associated with the FBI was based on the above facts. 

It should be noted specifically that the case involved was not 
a matter under the primary jurisdiction of this Bureau and that we 
. were called into the case for two specific reasons only by the 
office of the TJ.S. Attorney in the Southern District of 
' New York. 


, r vy 

t herefore, it is not considered necessary either tr> Hpny ^ 
, Bernstein* s statement, comment upon it, or explain it. 

(NY tel to Bureau 4-10-51, Bernstein case* 36-2219-14^72-313) 

Action : 


This memorandum is prepared for record purposes. No 
further action is contemplated with respect to this matter. 
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NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was. 


CHARACTER OF CASE 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 


DETAILS: 


presiding Judge at Woodbury, N.J., in 
ADOLPH SCHWIMMER 1 S civil suit ruled there 
was no cazse for action and gave verdict 
in favor of defendant, 

R U C 


At Bridgeton, New Jersey 

I | the Cumberland County 

Court of Common Pleas, advised that Judge ELMER B. 
WOODS, on April 11, 1951, in the civil action in which 
ADOLPH SCHWIMMER was a defendant, rendered a verdict 
in favor of the defendant on the basis that there was 


no cause for action, 
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CHARACTER OF CASE 

ESPIONAGE - IS 

SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 

No long-distance toll calls made by 
subject from Palm Beach, Florida, 
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DETAILS: 

AT PAIM BEACH. FLORIDA* 



| Mayflower Hotel, 

advised that the subject tad. occupied Room 402 from March 10, 1951 to March 
24, 1951 and had occupied Boom 515 froir March 24, 1951 to March 25, 1951. 

He gave as his home address 136 East 67th Street, Mew York City, Hew York 
and made no toll calls while in the hotel* 

It is noted the Ma.- flower Hotel has been closed for 
the off season since April 15, 1951* 
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Investigative summary report b -y c ^ pW~ j 1 ' 
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\ Synopsis: 

^ [ I He ia a 

tacoiAi^i • New York attorney who has been ^fctive in 

T t' aW f! s V the affairs of Israel and the predecessor 

jilA ><? x t ' 4 * state of Palestine,. He was born and educated 

\ ' ( f i n New York City. Background information 

/w****^j Q get forth. In interview in I 9 J 4.8 he admitted 

, mjk - tIlat he handled funds for the purchase of bl 

v nifi material o n he half of the Jewish Agency for 
aom* \ ' Palestine. | | 

A ttyr ^ 


**^*•’*4^ 
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He testified in a case in Los Angeles 
involving a violation of the Neutrality Act 
and Export Control Act connected with 

smuggling Of - alrorafft .to Israel t His \ 

reviewed. 
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presently 

Inc., a bimonthly . 
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Street, New York, New York. 

Confidential Inf ormant l | of known reliability, 
made available the following background information concerning 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN: 

/I. - i ' ... He was born opNSeptember 5, 1#07 at New York 
City. His mother wAc JENNIJ^feNSTEIN, ne^^teinberg, and 
his father CHARLESjpBERNSTEIirf Both of his parents were born 
in Russia. NAHUM BERNSTEIN received his primary education 
in the New York Public School System, and subsequently 
attended the College of the City of New York, from which 
institution he obtained a B.S. Degree in Social Science in 
1929. In 1931 he graduated from Columbia University Law 
School with the degree of LL.B . He was admitted to the bar 
in the state of New York on June 13, 1932. Prom the date of 
his birth in 1907 until the present time, he has resided in 
the New York City area. He presently resides at 136 East 67th 
Street, New York City with his wife and two childr^h. He is 
a partner in the law firm of Silver and Bernstein^ 20 Pine 
Street, New York, New York. His partner, EDWARD^f SILVER , is 
also the Chief Assistant in the District Attorney’s Office, 

Kings County, New York. 

On March 31, 1950, the law firm of Silver and 
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”We announce the openingvof an Israel^, office 


w . raeH offi . 

at 26 Rothschild. Boulevard, Tel Aviv. Mr\ ARNON R_ ( ^^JANSKY 
of the Israeli Bar is Counsel in Charge” . ' 7 

This announcement was signed by four mplfibers 
of the firm of Silver and Bephstein, namely EDWAfttl s/siLVER, 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN, GEORGE H. .^APLAN, and DONALD R.^SEAWELL. 

On January 13, 19k8 NAHUM BERNSTEIN was 
interviewed by SAs I I of the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation. On the occasion of this 
interview, BERNSTEIN advised that in November of 19 k?. he 
received a telephone call from one I I whom 

he had known for some years as one like himself who was active 
in Zioni st affairs. On the occasion of this meeting I I 

| ~L BERNSTEIN was requested to assist him in a project 

which had as its aim the acquiring of a stock pile of b7C 

material for eventual shipment to Palestine. 

I ~l informed BERNSTEIN that he had consented 

to assist in this project and that now it was necessary that 
a reputable, well known person act as Disbur sing Offic er for 
the funds available to finance this project. | [ requested 

BERNSTEIN to function in this capa city. BERNSTEIN advised 
that he agreed to do so. I ^further indicated to 

BERNSTEIN that the sum of $730,000.00 was available to 
finance this project, and that such funds would be made 
available by the Jewish Agency for Palestine. 

According to BERNSTEIN, shortly after his 

talk | Ihe received a verification of this 

proposition from l | the 

Jewish Agency for Palestine r~ \ | told BERNSTEIN that 

when purchases were made by either himself or his associates, 
BERNSTEIN would be notified of the amount of money necessary 
for the r> Articul ar transaction and that BERNSTEIN should then 
requestl |to forward a check to him for this amount. 

BERNSTEIN would, i n turn, issue a check for the same amount 
to the payee named T I According to BERNSTEIN, the 

above outlined plan was followed in connection with the 
purchase of materials. 
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On May 12, 1948* NAHUM BERNSTEIN was again 
interviewed at his office at 20 Pine Street, New York , New. ;• 
York, by SAsI | of 

Federal Bureau of Investigation. * |7"' 

On the occasion of this interview, BERNSTEIN 
advised that he, as an attorney, had been called upon on 
numerous occasions by various sections of the Jewish Agency 
for Palestine for legal advice in matters pertaining to their 
operations. He stated that in the Fall of 1947* it was 
decided by the policy level members to instigate an 
organization that could, if Palestine was partitioned, step 
in and relieve the other governments of considerable effort 
and manpower. 

It was decided, according to BERNSTEIN fehdt < • 
certain^ funds should be allocated for the pur&hase of aircraft. 
A. Wy'S CHW IMMER was designated as the individual who should 
purchase and reconvert whatever aircraft was believed necessary 
to institute a fair-sized airline* Approximately $120,000.00 
was deposited with BERNSTEIN, which funds came from the 
Jewish Agency for Palestine. At the request of SCHWIMMER, 
BERNSTEIN would forward whatever money the former requested. 

In January, 1950, ADOLPH Vijr^CHWIMMER was 
tried in the United States District Court, ‘Southern California 
Division, in the case entitled, "The United States vs. 

Schwimmer and Others”. The trial involved ADOLPH W. SCHWIMMER 
and five other individuals, who were charged with conspiracy 
to violate the Neutrality Act and the Export Control Act 
by smuggling aircraft to Israel. As a result of thi^xfcrial, 
three individuals, namely ADOLPH W. SCHWIMMER, LE0>*S*RDNER , 
and fefcS^ELK, were cc&avicted and fined $10,000.00 each 
for pi&spir acy to vioj fcte the United Stataii' Neu trality Ant. 

Three other defen dants, ] I b7C 

| were acquitted by the jury. 

On January 15, 1950, NAHUM BERNSTEIN was 
called as a witness by the defense in this case. In response 
to a question by the court as to what thedefense intended to 
prove by this witness, the defense lawyers, namely ISAAC 
PACHT and WILLIAM STRONG replied, "Everything... that the 
whole plan of operation of the formation of .airways were under 
BERNSTEIN'S supervision. The setting up of the plan, 
purchase of the planes, the Panamanian s ituation. ... everything” . 

- b -'fdf itt’rvCf 
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In answer to a question by Mr. PACHT, 

BERNSTEIN replied that he was the legal representative of bl 
tile Jewish Agency for Palestine, which he explained was ah 
agency created and, recognized by the old League of Nations* b7c 
Mr. .PACHT in his questioning of BERNSTEIN showed that the b2 
Jewish Agency for Palestine financed the entire project of b 7 D 
the purchase of aircraft under the direction of BERNSTEIN, 
and that the defendants in the case were merely agents. 


_ — ; /PERNS TEIN pointed out that at the suggestion 

of one | |he took over the general supervision 

of handling 'tine runds and again | | 

agreed to contact one of the defendants, SCHWIMMER to head 
up a project of acquired aircraft. 

Confidential Informant I | o f im nwr/ 
reliability, advised that on November 5. 195o| 
who at that time was visiting in the United States, contacted 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN and made arrangem ents to be at the residence 
of NAHUM BERNSTEIN on that date. <T~~ 














Copies of this report havfe been designated for 
the information of the Washington Field, Los Angeles and 
Newark Offices because they in the past have conducted 
investigation relative to the subject of this investigation 
and it is believed information in this report should be made 
available to these offices. 
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Rebnlet 4-10-51 requesting information regarding the 
possibility that captioned subject mnu be carrying on covert 
activities under the none of ffed^Be rney. 

you are requested to advise what progress has been rade 
in the handling of this matter to date* 
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GOVERNMENT 


Director, FBI 


DATB: July 5, 1951 


£9 f ROM : SAC, New York 

subject: NAHUM^ERNSTEIN, was. 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


Rebuletfc to New York 4/^D/51. and 6/22/51. 

A mail cover has been maintained under the name of NEfT^RNEYy '^^ 
20 Pine Street, New York, New York, for the past two and a h<|f monthif 
Up to the present time no mail of any nature has been addressed to.jp' 

NED BERNEY at this address. This mail cover iC.'feontinuiiig . TbeJJ§P® no 
ether information in the flies of the New York Office relative talUSD 
BERNEY other than that information which has already been made available 
by the Bureau and .which has been, in turn, reported by the New York Office. 

A review of information obtained , from confidential sources 
relative to Israeli matters has been made by this -office. No information 
has been obtained relative to the name NED BERNEY. This office will 
continue to be on the alert for any information relative to this 
individual. %;■■■■■ 


The New York telephone directory for Manhattan contains the 
name NED BERNEY with a business address at 20 Pine Street, New York* ' " 

New York. This listing does not indicate that NED BERNEY is an attorney. 

In this same directory it is noted that NAHUM BERNSTEIN has listed both 
his resi#^nce address and his business address, with the notation alongside 
his business address "Attorney.” The telephone listing for NED BERNEY at 
his business address and for NAHUM BERNSTEIN at his address as an attorney 
are one and the same. 

Martindale, Hubbell Law Directory has been reviewed and there is r 
no listing of an attorney by the name of NED BERNEY. This same directory 
does list NAHUM BERNSTEIN as an attorney at 20 Pine Street, New York, ' 

New York. ; j 

There is no indication up to the present time in the invest igatio|t^X 
of NAHUM BERNSTEIN that he has at any time used the name NED BERNEY. This 
office will remain alert to any indication that BERNSTEIN is carrying on 
activities under this nabe. Furthermore, efforts^^yill be made to ascertain - ' . 
: if there is, in fact, an individual by the name otf NED BERNEY employed by tile- 1 
law firm of . Silver and Bernstein. , Jrst f R ' A 
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. Office Memorandum • united states government 


Director, FBI 


DATE: June 6 , 1951 


SAC, ' T ev York 
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SUBJECT: NAHUi-C 'BERNSTEIN, with aliases 

ESPIONAGE - IS 

(Bufile 65-59184) 

*'•** j* yjr ' 

*”'***' Reference letter from the Bureau to New York dated April 9, 1951 
I and letter from the Burehu to N*v York dated May 29, 1951. 

o- 

iLcU.^- 


’iTJu*L&dbii' A review has be * B ' toe or zae riles in the United States District 
Court, "Southern District New York, entitled United States vs. Nardone, 

United States vs. Weiss, and United States vs. Goldstein. It was found that 
ritn-ju * the records on file in the Clerk’s Office for the United States Court, Southern 
District of New York, did not contain a transcript of the minutes of any one of 
%}$■ these three trials . . . 

!r> ' ■ v /•; 

Afurtber check was made with the Clerk of the Court of the United 1 
■fe States Circuit Gcrurt of Ap peal s for the Second Circuit, located at Foley Square, 

Newark City. In the case entitled United States of America against Maxi- 
milian W. Goldstein, Benjamin Schwartz, there were located -the minutes of the 
tr&l and the testimony given hy NAHUM BERNSTEIN in a preliminary hearing on 
wire tapping evidence. Three photostatic copies of the pertinent testimony 
hhve "been made, and there are enclosed for the Bureau and WFO a this 

j testimony. One copy will he retained in the New York files. RXPEDIT^j 

It will be noted that the very beginning of the testimony JAhicS 
been photostated starts out with the notation, "The reading of the testimony 
*■ was resumed by Mr. Denny as, follows," and then the testimony of NAHUM BERNSTEIN 

is set forth. This testimony, whiefh runs from page 167 through page 263 , was 
testimony as given bv NAHUM BERNSTEIN in a pre-trial hear ing in the cane United 
States vs. Wei ss. It had been stipulated by the attorneys for the Government 
and the attorneys for the defense that it would not be necessary to call the 
witnesses to testify to the same matter that they testified to in the Weiss case, 
i 1 „and for thisjr^son this testimony was read into the record in the case of United 
1 *Totates ag^4*XGoldstein. This is also true in regard to the testlTJxatefJlhat 
\ y appe^qj^relative to SYL VT A fiffiMARTZ which fe r. on twined in ..the minutes of^the 
Y j ytal of United atatei'"vs‘. i V 


/ 


'■ of the files in the United States District 




ieln^ 'page 2 64 through page 275* 


The te stimony that was included in the, minutes of the ca se entitled 
United Sta tes vsT Go lds tein; page jf5©'IiErough pa ge 479 , was testimony actually 
glvenjby ~NAHUM KSR^TOCT in the pre-trial heftring on wire tap evidence in that 
case. The minutes of the trial United States vs. Weiss in the Clerk's Office of 


DESrRAA 

65-15301 


Enclosure 


cc - Washington Field (Enc . ) 


SSORDED -fUS,’ , -“-C / o “ 

UtDfXED • 

EX-130 



* 


•< 


DES'.RAA 

65-15301 


the Circuit Court of Appeals did not contain the testimony of NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
as given in that case pre-trial hearing, hut it appears that this testimony has 
been quoted verbatim in the Goldstein case. She minutes of the case United 
States vs. Nardone as contained in the Clerk'* Office of the Circuit Court of 
Appeals did not contain any testimony by NA®JM BERNSTEHL 

It will be noted that in the course of BERNSSBBIN'S testimony he tes- 
tified that a party by the name of SBffSON, who was employed by the Harley 
Detective Agency, was in fact the one who actually Installed the microphones 
and was engaged in tapping the telephone. In the course of the pre-trial tes- 
timony several of the records were played back for the benefit of the Court. 

Mr. SIMPSON was called upon to operate the recording machines. LLOYD PAUL 
STRYKER, who was attorney for the defense, requested that the gentleman who was 
going to operate the machines be identified. He was finally identified as 
HOBART R^r SIMPSON and he was placed under oath by the Court. He was asked by 
the Court if he was requested to come by the United States Attorney, and he re- 
plied, "By Mr. Dailey," who was in fact one of the Assistant; United States At- 
torneys in this trial. He was also asked by the Coart by whom he was employed, 
and he replied by Mr. HARLEY, whose place of businelfc'jjas at 122 Esfc|fe 42nd 
Street, New York City. Mr. STRYKER asked him what ki|$L of business they were 
engaged in, and Mr. SIMPSON said it was a detective agjfccy. Mr. STRYKER asked 
SIMPSON, "Is it a private detective agency and a licenslm detective agency?" 

Mr. IRVING KAUIMAN, the Assistant United States Attorney^ said, "It is not a 
detective agency." But in reply to a question by Mr. STRYKER as to whether Mr. 
HARLEY was a licensed detective, SIMPSON advised that he was ip fact a licensed 
detective . 
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... -ft* via* of this, and la omni dera tion of Bahun Bernstein* e important 

poa.ticp ^ ^ Jin Unitgi g fjafes and hia Acl 

o.iinea^'o* ^e™p 0 xiaLd of air* tapping, w» have conducted a review ‘ _ / . 
ox «UJ Apellate ojHbprece Coart decisions In the Goldstein, Hardens, 
and "?«iaa rases, ^establish if possible, the extent of Bernstein’s 
knowladg® and proclivity in this field. The review of the Higher Court 
daoisiais in these throe oases failed to produce the ' inf ornaticn wo require. 

m CS555 had h«a tiiml ui-igiruiiiy uj ^h Q united states 

Diatoiat Court for the Sou thorn District of Hew fork, the files of the 
Cferjj# Office for that Court were reviewed in an effort to locate a 
transcript of the proceedings of any one of these three trials. Ho 
transcript was located. 

• In the office of the Clerk of the 0.3. Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit, a transcript of the proceedings at a prelisdmuy 
haaring on wire tapping evidence waa located among the records in the 
case of D.S. versus Goldstein. During testimony by BefShtain at this 
preliminary hearing* he admitted that ha was ret a technician. At one point 
he was trying be explain hew technical coverage of a telephone was effected 
by use of an extension telephone. Shan asked what this thing was, he 
answered, "that is the technical part I don’t know." Asked whether ho 
saw this thing installed on the receiver, he replied. "I may have, but I 
didn’t understand it." * 

, At another point in hia tostUoy Bernstein cade a statement 
wiuch say assist in appraising hia dais regarding his planning and directing 
four fictitious business establishments, one of which was in the textile 
field. It waa brought out during the preliminary hearing that an office 
at 280 Broadway , Bew York City, was the point at which a sdcrophong was- 
installed. Iha of ace was called Zardley Fabrics to give the appearance 
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PERIOD FOR WHICH MADE 

2/9-4/16/51 , 

REPORT MADE BY 

J 1 

NAHUM BERSTEIN, • l 

-N 

Character of case 

- ESPIONAGE- -::IS — 



i BERNSTEIN 's\>en!t r fwcT Veeks in Florida^ bl 
during March, 1941. He has attempted to f:A>lc 
contact TED KOLLEK. His law firm may f’*‘vb2 
fl pen an office in Washington, D. C. ^| b 7 d 


^ ]|(5y BERNSTEIN continues to receive 

much correspondence from Israel. Other 
^correspondence received set out. Other 
•^ontacts made listed. 




The following information concerning the 
activities and contacts of NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
NsL J f* y was made available by Confidential Informant 

<M of known reliability, who is in a position to . 

report the contacts and activities of NAHUM BERNSTEIN; 

On February 1 Q . 1 Q?1 . NA HUM BERNSTEIN was 




contacted by an individual! 

m I | advised BERNSTEIN that he was leaving for Israel 

the following Sunday and that he wanted to see BERNSTEIN 
o before he left// Arrangements wepe made for BERNSTEIN to 



PROPERTY OF FBI— Thiggpl 

4DVIS; 


its contents are loaned to you h'/ the FBI and are not to be 
of agency to which loaned. 




"I 


■et 
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| | mentioned that he had read an article 

in the "Israeli Digest" of February 19, 1951, about gift 
certificates whereby a New York firm, Eastman Clothing 
Company, with the appro val of th e Israeli Government will 
sell gift certificates. | I was concerned about how that 

might effect a plan that, he and BERNSTEIN were evidently . 
involved in. BERNSTEIN termed the article in the "Israeli. 
Digest" a limited appeal project and made light of it. 


I . At the same time that BERNSTEIN was talking 

t d | he advised him that he had been at an executive 

meeting of Material for Israel and had talked] I 

This is undoubtedly ! | of the 

Defense Section of the I s rate 1 1 Supply Missi\on. 

On February 22, 1951 . 1 If phone tic) 

contacted NAHUM BERNSTEIN. On that occasion ! I 

advised that he was now with the National Production 
Board. BERNSTEI N was ve ry much interested in hearing 
this and invited [ | to come up to see him. BERNSTEIN 

volunteered the information that he was thinking of 
opening an office in Washington, D. C, 50" 


On March 18, 1951, NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his 
two children departed for a vacation at West Palm Beach, 
Florida. It was indicated at that time that they were 
going to stay at the Mayflower Hotel in West Palm Beach, 
Florida. 

On March 23, 1951, 1 I 

contacted the residence of NAHUM BERNSTEIN |and advised 
that she could be contacted at the Hotel York in New 
York City. She wanted Mrs. BERNSTEIN to contact her 
in the near future . '■pfcflx) 

On March 31, 1951, according to the 
informant, NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his two children returned 
from their stay at West Palm Beach, Florida, fitff y.) 

According to this same informant, on 
April 11, 1951, NAHUM BERNSTEIN attempted to contact 
TED/&0LLEK, Israeli Minister in the United States^ but 
KOLLSJK was not at his residence at that time. V { y.) 


/' 
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^ FOREIGN CORRESPONDENCE^ 


Date x 

\ 

February 
March 5 and 19, 
1951 


Ad.dressor 









r 
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Date 

February 7, 1951 

February 7, 1951 

February 7, 265 and 
March 5, 1951 

February 8 and 
19, 1951 

February 28 and 
April 5, 1951 

March 19, 1951 

^DOMESTIC MAILj ^f fu ) 
Date 

February 7, 1951 

February 8 , 1951 

February 8 and 
l4, 1951 

February 8 and 
March 5, 1951 

February 9, 1951 
February 9, 1951 


Addressor 

Alsrael Industries, Inc., Box 2876 , 
Tel Aviv, Israel 


Bank of Montreal, Halifax, Nova 
Scotia 


XSzekely-Hoffmann and Company, 
uabotinski Street, Tel Aviv, Israel 


Addressor 

XRahmani Trading Corporation, 17 Fjast 
*+5th Street, New York, New York 

J. jAlANN, Sunset Beach, St. 
Petersburg, Florida 

Union Bank and Trust Company, 8 th 
and Hill Streets, Los Angeles, 
California 

Higgs National Bank, 1503 Pennsylvania 
Avenue Northwest, Washington, D. C. 


Xstrong and Schwartg, 9441 Wilshire 
- 'Boulevard, Beverly Hills, California 


- 4 - 
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Date 

February 12, 1951 


February 12, 1951 


February 18, 27? 
March 6, 20, 27°, 
April 1, 5, 10, 
and 11, 1951 

February 14, 1951 


February 15, 1951 


February 16; 
March 20; and 
April 6, 1951 


Addressor 


National Labor Relations Board, 
Washington, D. C. 

Material for Israel, Inc., .250 West 
57 th Street, New York City 


b7C 

Corn Exchange Bank and Trust 
Company, Lexington Avenue and 60th 
Street, New York, New York 

'^American Fund for Palestinian 
Institutions, Inc., 267 West 71st 
Street, New York 23, New York 

1 


February 16, 

February 17, 

February 17, 

February 20; 
31 and April 


1951 \Self -selected Parcel Service, Inc., 

^250 West 57th Street, New York, 

New York 

1951 '^ommon Council for American Unity, 
20 West Oth Street, New York City 


1951 


March Rational Lawyers Guild, 1050 Avenue 
13, 1951 of the Americas, New York, New York 


^Israeli Consulate, 11 East 70th 
Street, New York, New York 


-5- 




February 21 and 
March 1, 1951 
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February 26, 1951 


March 1, 27 and 
30, 1951 

March 13, 1951 

March 20 and 
April 6, 1951 

March 20, 1951 
March 29, 1951 
April 9, 1951 


The Cumberland County Court, 

DAVID L&HORWITZ, Judge, Court 
Chambers, 26 South Laurel Street, 
Bridgeton, New Jersey 

JOSEPHILANN, 37 Wall Street, 

New York, New York b7c 

f V.andseas Products Corporation, 

39 Broadway, New York, New York 

7thNzionist District, 4l East 42nd 
Street, New York, New York 

\Government of^Tsrael Supply 
mission, 250 West 57th Street, New 
York, New York 

\tnland Machinery and Metals 
Corporation, 245 Fifth Avenue, New 
York City 


PENDING- 
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st Palm Beach, Florida 


Will obtain the toll calls from the Hotel 
Mayflower where NAHUM BERNSTEIN is known to have spent 
his vacation from March 18 to March 31 ? 1951* 


few york ] 

^ At New York, New Yorkj \ 


Will continue to follow the activities of 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN in connection with his Israeli activities. 


Copies of this report have been designated 
for the Los Angeles and Washington Field Offices for 
information as those offices are currently engaged in 
investigation of Israeli activities. It is, therefore, 
felt that information contained in this report should be 
made available to those offices. 

One copy of this report ha s been designated 
for the information of the Newark Office since it is 
known that NAHUM BERNSTEIN has a summer residence at 
Pompton Lakes, New Jersey. 
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SEE FILE 66-2^^.-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU 


NY FILE NO. 65-15301 jF 


8/20/51 1 4/17 -8/10/51 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was. 


ESPIONAGE - IS 


YNOPSIS OF FACTS: 




?#75 : BTTtf 
• ' • 339-23 




' . c> 

«* *. 

DETAILS: 




BERNSTEIM sold his summer home at 
Pomptoai' Lakes, N.J., and is spending 
the summer at a cottage at Bellport, L.I. 
He has attended a luncheon of Material 
•kyvt thfspI ariH has been in the company 
ofl | He remains active in 

affairs of Israel. He has been contacted 
by National Lawyers Guild. Correspondence 
received by BERNSTEIN listed. Jgjr UJ 


P - 


Confidential Informant|_ 


of known 


b7C 

b2 

b7D 


0ec\® 5S *’ 



COPIES DES" 
^7 /-PNOV^ 


reliability, advised that the National 
Lawyers Guild contacted NAHUM BEHNSTEIN 
and attempted to interest him in a health 
insurance plan? that was being put forth* 
n , by the National Lawyers Guild. BERNSTEIN, 
.jM^according to the Informant , indicated that 
^ he was not interested in such a plan at 
this time. This same Informant advised 

that NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his *d_£e HAXENE, 

•1 ntflndftd to attend a luncheofti 

May 12, 1951. This same mrorraanu auvised 
that on May 12, 1951, NAHUM BERNSTEIN did 
attend a luncheon at the Waldorf Astoria 
/ Hotel, which was sp°P£££ ed ’by the organization, 
(/ Material For Israel # wrV 
A t * . A „ 



- Bureau (65-59184) 

- Los Angeles (Info.) 

- Washington Field (Inffc.) 

- New York 1 L 

iCjtl 


"pROPERTY OF FBI— THIS CONFIDENT^:. s4p^RT 
;t!iCY TO WHICH LOANED. ' 



RECORDED • 93 
INDF'XU 93 


EX.. 


CONTENTS ARE LOANED TO YOU BY THE FBI ANtt ARE HOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED /uTSIDE c 



NY 65 ”15301 


This Informant also advised that on this s<pd date, 
BERNSTEIN met with DAVID)^EN*GURION, Prime Minister of Israel, 
who on that occasion was visiting New York City b7C 

On June 21, 1951, this Informant advised that b2 
NAHUM' BERNSTEIN and his wife MAXINE intended to spend the 
summer at a cottage them had rented at Bellport, Long Island. 

It was also ascertained through information supplied by this 
Informant, that BERNSTEIN had sold the^summer cottage that he 
owned at Pompton Lakes, New Jersey. 


Confidential Informant] |of known reliability, 
advised NAHUM^BfeRNSTEIN received the following correspondence , 
that appears pertinent to this investigation, at hi3 place of 
business, c/o Silver and Bernstein, 20 Pine Street, New York, 
New York: 

Date Addre3sor 


April 17, 1951 

April 18, 1951 

April 19, 1951 

April 21, 1951 

April 23, 1951 
April 25, 1951 

April 27, 1951 

U1 

April 28, 1951 


^■^laterifeL JPor Israel, 250 West 57th Street, 

New York, New" York. 

Jay Transfer Company, 115 King Street, 

Brooklyn, New York. 

Union BAnk and Trust Company of Los Angeles 
Eighth anri Him Strata- T.ns flnwlp.q. Haliitamial 


Seventh Zionist District, 41 East 42nd Street 
New York 17, New York. 

Wyandotte Hotel, 

Great South Bay. Bellport. long Island, NY. 


U.S. Treasury Department, Division c>f 
Disbursement, Washington 25, D. C. 
Israeli Consulate, 11 East 70th Street, 
New York, New York. 

Embassy of Israel. Washington. D. CL. . 


Material for Israel, Inc., 250 West 57th Street, 
v'New York, New York. 

>Tood Line t§ Israel, 3jkEast 57th Street, 

00^^^ ' fr *°* k ' 







April 28, 1951 

May 3, 1951 

May 4, 1951 
May 7, 1951 
May 10, 1951 


May 11, 1951 
May 15, 1951 


./landseas Products Corporation, 39 Broadway, 
•"•HfeW'Tofgr "'New York . 


State of Israel, Ministry of Finance, 
Jerusalem, Israel. 

y^ovemment o f Ia-ry^l supply Mission. 2$0 West 
57th Street, New York, New York. 


‘^^acht^aimenbanui and* Ros3 


WlTShlifcWvd. 7 Beverly Hills, California. 
Landseas Produets Corporation, 39 Broadway, 

New York. New York. 


May 19, 1951 
May 19, 1951 


May 21, 1951 
May 22, 1951 
May 29, 1951 
May 31, 1951 
June 4, 1951 
June 6, 1951 


June 7 , 1951 


W-UJ-D i 

207 East' 30th Street, New York, New York. 
Pacht Tannenbaum and Ross, 9700 Wilshire Blvd. 


national Lawy ers Gui ld, 90S 20th Street,- tt.W 
Washington , D. ’ 6." 

Goveronfent of Israel Supply Mission, 

250 West 57th Street, New York, New York. 


Landseas Products Corporation, 39 Broadway, 

>New York, New York. 

■fiahmani Trading Corporation, 17 East 45th Street, 
^oW. ~New York . 


\m 
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Date 

June 11, 1951 

June 13, 1951 

June 14, 1951 

June 15, 1951 

June 15, 1951 

June 19, 1951 
June 19, 1951 
June 23, 1951 

June 25, 1951 
June 25, 1951 
June 25, 1951 

July 2, 1951 

July 5, 1951 

July 9, 1951 
July 10, 1951 

July 16, 1951 
July IT, 1951 
July 26, 1951 

August 6 , 1951 [ 
August 10, 1951 


b7C 


Addre#sor 

Government of Israel Supply Mission, 

250 West 57th Street, New York, New York. 

Material for Israel, 250 West 57th Street, 

New York, New York. 

Franklin D<^fioosevelt, Jp., House of Representatives 
.Washington, D. C. 

>Jsrael Speaks^, Inc., '250 West 57th Street, 

^^New York,' New York# 

Israeli Consulate, 11 East 70th Street, 

New York, New York. 

Embassy of Israel, Washington, D. C. 

> E3/*A1. P.0 . Box 438, Tel -Aviv, Israel. 

“Israel Speaks, Inc., 250 West 57th Street, 

New York, New York. 

Commonwealth Plastics, Leonminister, Massachusetts. 

P.0. Box 2876 , Tel-Aviv, Israel, 

Mrs. FRANKLIN Dsf"R00SEVELT, 220 West 58 th Street, 

New York, New York. 

Honorable T. Vlneent^Quinn, House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 

^Progressive Israel Products, 38 West 88 th Street, 

~~"New ~YorRT'Sew ' York . " *'*' 


y^oastal^^acM^r^^ Company, 1775 Broaaway,~ 


H 


^fetramar International Corporation, 
"rstrUtT fow York. 




Government of Israel Supply Mission, 

250 West 57th Street, New York, New York. 
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Confidential Inforaant | | of known reliability, 
left appe 


advised that no correspondence , which appears pertinent to this 
investigation, was received by NAHUM BERNSTEIN at his residence, 
136 East 67th Street, New York, New Yb'rk, from April 16th through 
August 10, 1951.^ 


Street, 


- PENDING - 




C0ri28Ei<7IAC 
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ADMINISTRATIVE 


INFORMANTS;,* '* 


report of SA| 

New York, New York 


Informants mentioned in the 
dated August 20, 1951 , at 
Tied as follows: 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Mail Cover received by NAHUM BERNSTEIN at his 
place of business, 20 Pine Street, N. Y., N.Y. 
Mail ,fiwver on mail received by NAHUM \ 

BERNSTEIN at his residence, 136, East 67 th 1 
Street, New York, New York./gCf^ 


Copies of this report have been designated for the 
Los Angeles and Washington Field Office because it is known 
that those offices are presently engaged in the investigation 
of Israeli activities. It Is felt that information contained 
in this report should be made available to those offices . /(jO/uj 


At New York, New York: 

Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN in connection with his Israeli activities . A, . 


REFERENCE: Report of SA 


New York, 4/26/51. 



Office Met, 


* r •'r rr^» 


• UNITED 


7 ~ — 

OVERNMENT 


Oy>' 


OM : 
SUBJECT: 


Director, FBI 
SAC, New York 


NAHUir BERNSTEIN; 
ESPIONAGE - IS 


September 11 , 1951 




On September 6, I951, 


been in contact in the past with NAHUM BERNSTEIN and who listei 
STEIN as the person to whom, he was coming when he entered the 


was in contact with,[ 

subject of th e current lnve stigai 


who hag >,/' 
1 BERN- 7\,Cr 


that QccasiQnr 


ited States, 
iage agent who is the 
|ESPIQMGE - R. On 


]stated that a mutual friend in/Jsraey had requested" 
I The name of this -per/on was r,r,+ 


that| [meetf 

disclosed, but it is known thatf 

| , ' ' [ suggested that | I contact 

her at the Hotel York, New York City, where she and her husband are residing. 


| | appears to be identical with the individual of the 

same name who mentioned in the case entitled £ I 


aijDU' 

^^?TEL! 


^ with aliases ; ESPIONA(|| - G, in the report of’ 

ASAC Wayne S. Murphy at Honolulu dated 4-11-45. JjQn page 2 of this Report 
it is stated that a Mr. and Mrs. LAJB ITELSON owned a home in Palestine to- 

located at 35 Montefiore Street, Tel Aviv; that LAJB ITELSON was, in 1945, 
tjout 70 years of age; that his wife's name was ESTERA, also known as ANNA 
TELSON, and that she was, in 1945 , about 67 years of age^y?-, ’ ' 


It was also indicated that LAJB ITELSON, owned and operated a s ilk ' 
stocking manufacturing pla nt at Rhei ms, France, end in 1939 the ITELSONg-g-lji T ~ 
resided in Paris, France. | ~| LAJB ITELSgt T I 

I [ According to this report, in May, 1919 , I | va3 re- 

siding in his- father’s house in Paris; however, shortly before the war broke 
out in 1939 he was reported to have returned to Palestine where he maintained 
a residence at his father's house there. '1 


i 


L <81fc l^jg'CTELSOB.r 




According to the information obtained in JL945> the ITELSON rafllily 
maintained a residence in. Paris at 113-B Rue de la Tour, Paris 16, France. 


are presently being checked out by this 
office at' the Hotel York, where they are kxjovn to temporarily reside. The 
Bureau will be kept informed of any further developments concerning their 
activities. ' . " ‘ ■ /■ ^ ' 


DES.'RAA 

65-15301 


INDEXED ; 113 
RECORD® - 

BL- W 


1 


Al 





3Z9-S3? , J 


33 % 



DATEt 

TOi 


TRQUt 


September 6, IpSl 

$ ' iP 

y Dt rector . # % r 

Central Intelligence Agenty 
2430 E Street, Northwest 
W ashington* D* Cm 



Tour reply in this matter mould be appreciated « 






HAS . BEEN ' REMO VEd| |tO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 173o ' 


SEE FILE 66-25514--7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 
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HAS BEEN REMOVED | ' |rO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN K1S 

OFFICE, ROOM X736 



PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 
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SAC, Mew York Octobkr 8, 1951 

B treat or, FBI 

L- J . 

SABUM B EMM STEIN, was* 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


ReBulet 9 4/10/51 and 6/88/51 and N0 York let 
7/5/51 concerning the possibility 9 f Bernstein *9 carrying 
on c overt activities under the nose of Ned Berney • 

Advise what developments have occurred in 
this matter and when the results still be included it» 
investigative reoort • 



WRW : hmb / 


ALL INFORilAT ION CG*TAl»ED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED / - 

DAit. #//I^-by 




alt * 1170 


Y^S/W (?- 


/ 


K/ 


/ 


A 


■)*1 


• $ i " 

: a r 4,351 

* c 1 


l > OCT I 


4 



c c - Loyalty Unit 


sag, sew fork 

s>ipe*^, mi 

JASUtt BERWSTEnf, w*»m 

S&PIONAQF, m IS 


Oeteber 2 , 19S1 


4 


H 


The Parcau hao received from the Lepartmm it o / the 
Amy two loyalty forme indicating that Sernetein and hie law 
doooetate, Donald *my Seawall, were appointed on May 16 loot 
to poo it i one ae conoultanto, Office $ Secretary of the Amy* 

This matter hao been taken up ota liaioon channel a with 0-2 
in an effort to determine the nature of Sernetein 1 * and bi 

Seawell** duties and to eecure further additional information 
which nay assist the BWMou in ite investigation of Sernetein • 



ce • Washington Field 




2 October 1951 






Received 


o 

"[extract from 201 File - Nahum A. Bernstein 


Yfith copy of Memorandum from 1222d PC S(J Reception Center, Camp Upton, NY to 
Post Personnel Adjutant, Camp Upton, JfY, dated 2h r ov h3. 


PTGMATURE: 



r \ EH CU 




IE® - ic^ic iSfi 




i 40 




■ sp/^s ^ 

1 NF0R&J AT I OK TC^it'AIJTCD ' V / 



1 


SAO^ ltew York .. 



October 9, 1931 

Director^ FBI 




NAHl'F A* BERMS TRIM 




Ftp T r 'N AO F - IS 



hi 



^ AkJ\ 

hlC 


Attached for the Neio York and Washington Field 
Offices are copies of two confidential memoranda received 
from. S~S via liaison channels October 3 , 1951 • One of 
these memoranda consist s of a statement prep ared by One 
I | <m i/oyecber 24. Jp4 3 t | _ 

M W — : 

.Yet- York should institute inquiries to locate 
UcYnight so that con cideration may be given to interviewing 
him re carding his statement* . 


ecorded 

v ! 




Enclosure 
££ 65~£91-84 

cc - Washington Field ( Enclosure ) 
WRWthmb / , ■ / - 


J 


7 /-.'S CONTATHET 

; ' . i i I Ei- 


CLASiirr^' 1 ^ 
DECLAS , 




% 


COMM — FBI 

OCT 9 '951 

MAILED 2* 









1/ The translation of thin report 
was made the litter part of February, 1350, aid on March 2 t 
IjLO, it9 eon ten fa wore d iscuased uith repreoentetivea, 

inoludino | | Shortly th 0 r*ttft«r s j 0 & w orn 

provided -gjih g translotum el the report* [ 


'fhe Loyalty Forme on | were 

prepared on the acme date ae their appointments ao 
consul ten to in the Offte 0 , Joe rotary of the Armu* Thus, 

110 loyalty investigation woe made or requested fry the Army 
prior to the date of appointment. May 1G, 1JS1, The form 

concer ni ng P ome tein trga regejeed in the Bureau on July 9, 

IQSU I _ _ 

indicating a delay of nearly two month* after the individuals 
were hired before the Bureau was ct|M : advised of such ao tien* 
After processing, the forme were rdwtwed in the Leya 2tp 
Unit together on -yptemherr 5, 1^1* It is nofed that thane 
are routine Loyal / Forme, not mar Mod "3e«8t$^#. M 

W'fhie oituatioh roie** the question \dm.ihe 
Department o f the 'Army m* appoi nt tndivU ual e^hpphren tly 
without even checking thO records 0 / G~z to determine if 
sufficient derogatory information is civdJable to indicate 
that a loyalty rteh stay be involved. 


si 








Our liaison Unit mill take up this situation with 
appropriate of fiat ale at the Department of the Army and 
protest pro ccd urns mhsreby person a constituting loyalty risks 
receiving appointments in the Department of the Amy are net 
even checked through &»8 files prior ts appointment « This 
smtter will he cl osely followe d and you will be advised 
whether Dernntoin I l ore aonttnusd in their prsoont 

positions ' i l 'i ‘he Army end of anpiJurther portinent 
developments. : :j;; 



oads 8 ?J 5 ? 


£• a* 

C* fc-'Minnrich 


iMLSMSl ..- jf 

3*0 Aat>o Imaiaon Unit dtbcuee wit 
appropriate of. icicle.^ the DepartmH it 0/ tfcc 
mreatlon of how the Bi&eau ahoulc Afcj«Uff Loyal 
received on the aub.1eo± o f an IsrMli - esntai 
and hie law partner* [ 


^ Young - Room 3338 

September 18 s 195J 

•ftvito 

Ct.ASSJBeD BY 6cblte l \f\ 

PEC yjRIFY O N; 26 X m JJ / - / ' 

tyT' 


the 

r +v the 
rorme 


The Bureau hao non received from the Office, ' 
Secretary of the Amu* L oyalty Toma on Nahum Amber^kernetein 

that these two men, who 

mre law pa rt ners, were appo^hted to the poeit ions 0/ ooao«»l«a;frv 
*f)t» *A« Office, , Secretary of the Army, on May 16 $ 2931* .VaAu* 

5 Bernste in ia one of the principal subjects in our inveet toatio n 
\ of Israeli intelligence operations in the United States, \ \ 


3INAL COPY FILCD IN 




• • 

bl 


b7C 



espionage ease on Berstein tn reply to the loyalty lore, would 
net only Jeopardies <mr future e so ionaoe invest ioq t ion of . 
Bernstein and of tfc#/ tin general A 
but might also reveal information received from demount cat ions 
intelligence sources to individuals who have not been clezred 
for this type of materials There fors t it is believed to be 
more advisable for our Liaison Unit to discuss the Bernstein 
matter with the appropriate official of the De partner^ Of the/ 
Army and determine in izhat manna# the Bureau should handle tie 
Loyalty Form to the satisfaction Of the Department of tkk 
Amy. 








n he information in Burnau files \ 
to Buffi dent to warrant a preliminary investigation of a 
loyalty na.-tro* ffewever, sue twessti gotten mould ultimately 
load to hio association in business with Hahum Bernstein and 
Mmrnstei n 1 a connections with the Israelis, Thus, ia the 

h loyally case, the sane question would art Be as to the 
manner in i^ ich we woula discharge our responsibilities under 
the Loyalty "hr o gram and ci the jams tin* not Jeopardise a 
pending esn image investigation and cosnibly compromise 
co^nun teat ion. r "intelligence sources* Tor this reason^;- ft 
is believed advtsabl^ to have our Ltcison Unit also discuss 
with the appropriate official of the Veparttzent of the Amy 
the question o f the Bureau * & handling of the Loyalty Tom 




Pirsctcr 


feu tot 21 mate that tm the memorandum to the 
mas pointe d out that the Loyalty Forme Bn 


li .. , . 

\»4 ire prepared on the same date of 
their apposn zmenve ae consultants in the Of j tee, Secretary af 
the Amy* Thao, me loyalty investtpaitam mas made or requested 
he the 4rm\- or ter to the date of Uay 16, 19Sle 

ins form con ■ ermine. ~ — ' * - * — - ** -- 


V&J* 1952, f* 

1MX| indicating a &JM' of nearly ttps months after the 
mdtvtdnmls were htf^mpfors the ' utijta* mas sum advised 
of suc^metion. After 'ykeeeeatng, *H0- ferae were received. 
U the Imml ty Unit iogem ST on I'cpt^hsr 5, 1252*. It is 
noted ■: ::av*tkese are routine Loyalty Forms, not marked 
"Senentv e/ 


.a mate in m.a radsiwed is the Bureau on 


J 


sEghSB 
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this 3ituatU* **Ui» the mention |ft& the 
DepartomdOf Ue MM appoint tidivid-rjs, qpparc *$ $» 

wttkmt «NA *A« l^eard* 02 to 4<*t«r*in if 

aufftetont derog#mfy information to available to tndjmte 
tlu& a loyalty rtoJt may be Involved* 

This situation also places the Bureau in the 
untenable position of possibly compromising a highly b7c 

confidential and important espionage investigation if, in 
rs-aponee to \ke Loyalty lorms, &0 furnish data concerning 
this investi - ati on m It would have been a simpler matter 
at the outse t to proven the appointments of l#rn«t#in 

|tfcaa it to ct the present time to cause their 
aiscnarge on loyalty grounds* It is felt therefore that 
we should lodge c vigorous protest oft ft ffUr Fepartment of 
the Army and it ike scr.o time determine jfta? course will be 
followed in handling the forma on these ny men to the 
satisfaction both of th c lev- .r-tnant o the Army end the 
Surecum 

It to noted that these Loyalty Fo i cate that 

the positions are "excepted” and therefore iffldb poesible 
to dispose of these Loyalty Forms, to the saodomGtton of 
the bureau and the Army $ without having to advdoe tho 
Civil Service Commission of the information in our files * 

Act ism 

If it meets irftl yeur approval, it is recommended 
that our liaison unit vigorously protest to the appropriate 
Official of the department sf the Army the wanner in xhich 
these two oases have been handled . XI t« further recommended 
that our Liaison Unit determine /r<m the pppertmeni of the 
Moma the manner pt which the Loyalty 'erno.'om Semateial 

|«fiy he kdmdOted so D.i not to jeopard too our esp % anmgi 
on and pUtOibly compromise communications 
min gence sources* It is requested that our Liaison 'a it 
fOllor this « at ter clomel tt im eraser th at the 'u f m ott may be 
advised'mtUt h er :> ernst H# | are continmOd in their 

present ‘pmttions with tfc# ^P»y5 
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GOVERNMENT 



“ Office Memorandum 


A • H» Belnfi #£ 

(7. E • 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


date: September 


SUBJECT: NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was . \ 

ESPIONAGE - IS - I 1 ■ 

CLASSIFIED BY yiPBdtof ftst 

bi DECLASSIFY ON; 

J " rpe agf b 7c 

lo recommend that no dissemination be made 
at this time to the Criminal Division in captioned 
matter • lo suggest that a com/ n f n. ft7i.mmn.ru re.nnrt 
be .furn ished confidentially 



ISJOn lulu S3. 295J. t I 

memoranda were submitted \ _[ ft) 

recommending that the facts of the individual cases not be 
disseminated to the Criminal Division at this time since 
o t ur investigation of Israeli activities is continuing and 
it was felt that dissemination might prejudice our over-all 
future investigation in this field as well as our individual 
/ investigations • 

For the same purpose 3 it is felt that dissemination \ 
in the case of Bernstein 3 an American citizen 3 should not be 
made to the Criminal Division at this time « « 

You will recall that the Bureau has been working £ 
in close cooperation with G-2 in our investigations in the 
Israeli field . G-2 k n.S nreninustl u hern firrni<shaH i n £nr-mn +. l.nn Jf 

| in the (£j 

Israel i intelligence picture. You will furthe rmore cadi that -L < 
by memorandum dated September 18 3 1951 3 in the | Pose., Hj : 

you were advised that Bernstein on May 16 last~was appointed 
to a position as con sultant. Office . S ecretary of the Army . 

At the prese nt time. I \ >ur Liaison Unit is in 

contact with | G-2 to protest the manner 

RECORDED -91 ' . W' V: ' ■ 

. ....... .INDEXED. 9, fc. 







bl 

b7C 







in which the appointment of Bernstein and his law associate 
to Army posit ions were handled without prior loyalty checks , 
1 s also endeavoring to determine | 


m i 


]how the Loyalty Forms on Bernstein and 


_ _ ms law 

associate may be handled so as not to jeopardise our 
espionage investigation of Be rnstein . 1 
taken up the Bern stein matter I 

| | hps requested ] 

bdiilpi 16 informat ion in order th at he mau give due consideration 


already 
\to 


to the problem, 
morning for the 


called at the Bureau this 
' eciiring certain backgr oun d infor- 
Although G-2 previously has 


urpose of 

nation with regard to Bernstein 
been furnished information by the Bureau showing the nature 
and extent of Bernstein 1 s involvement in Israeli intelligence 
operations , that agency does not have too much information 
regarding Bernstein 1 s education, previous employment and 
similar matters • 


Our file. _on Bernstein contains a summary report 
submitted by our New York Of f ice under date of June .5, 1951, 

This report not only summarises the derogatory subversive 
information on Bernstein but also sets forth complete 
background data. The derogatory subversive information is 
similar to that which has previously been furnishe d G-2 , 

It is believed a dvisable at this time to turn, over \ \ 

| a copy of this summary report requesting that 
it be handled, on ^a ^.strictly confidential basis and be 
maintained under his personal control in order that the contents 
tTTe reof'will not become available to other sections of the 
JDspart^snt of the Army . I H— , 


f fcj information provided to \ \ unit in the 

] past nas been maintained in a special file and it is felt 
V: that this report if delivered\ | should be 

accorded the same treatment , 

Action: 

If it meets with your approval , it is recommended 
that the facts in this case not be disseminated at this 



i. 
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time to the Criminal Division for the r easons previously 
stated » It is suggested y however . that \ \ our 

Liaison Unit personally deliver to | \for ~nis 

confidential information a copy of vne summary report 
previously mentioned with the request that the report and 
its contents be maintained under his control and not 
disseminated generally in the Department of the Army • 


i 

i 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


n 


,Ert ^' 


NEW YORK 


2 -3 \m 1 8/11 -10/13/51 


REPORT MADE BY 


CHARACTE wzr E 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was. 


SYNOPSIS OP FACTS; 

bl 
b7C 
' b2 
\ 'b7D 


| visited the residence 

of NAHUM BERNSTEIN on 10/15/51. 
BERNSTEIN has purchased a new home 
in Harrison, NY. Information 
reported r e BERNSTEIN'S busines s 
connection | They 

have an interest in a dress factory 
in Israel and contemplate forming 
a corporation i&NY to work closely 
with Israeli Industries, Inc. 
BERNSTEIN’S office address listed 
as NY address of Israeli Industries, 
Inc. NED BERNEY appears identical 
with NAHUM BERNSTEIN. Contacts of 




J 


Zi. 


NAHUM BERNSTEIN listed. 


P - 


\ 

'¥4 

(. £ssifi 



Confidential Informant □ of known relia- 
bility, advised that on ,tha evening; of 

October 1 5. I9^lf U I 


E 3 


| wa 3 at th£ residence of N AHUM 1 BERN STEIN , 136 East 
67th street. New York, New York. ^ v , s |}p^.V 

COPIES reo-'-';-/e D r rb : sAOOIPY0S;:5X "VU* ■ ' 



DO NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES 


f 6 : < // i 'VI / 


S - Bureau (65-59l8I|.) 

1 - Los Angeles (Info.) 
1 - Washington Field 
(Info.) 

L Jfy 1 " 

UT - (33aao:; : 

... 




PROPERTY OF FBI -THIS CONFlfttlFT IAL REPORT A 
AGEN^ TAWi«|CA^A(g)Q 


) ITS CONTENTS ARE LOANED T 

A *>■ «• r.ivu^«T r,cl 


J BY THE FBI AND A 


• NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE j ' 


J 
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Confidential Informant | | advised that NAHUM 

BERNSTEIN returned from his stumer residenoe on Long Is^trid 
on September 11, 1951 and took up residence again at 13oEast 
67 th Street, New York, New York. 

On that date this Informant adv-f sad-* 1 that NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN was co ntacted by| [an 
Israeli 5 attorn&y l | th6 lafw'A S' nm nf Atri r^-w inH 

BERNSTJJIN in Israeli On that occasion,! [advised 

BERNSTEIN that he expected to be in the United Spates for a 
coupl» r of weeks o n vacation. They further discussed the visit 
, 1^° the United States and it was indicated 

that BERNSTEIN J lhad a business interest 

both in the United States, and in Israel. 

On September 19, 1951 it was indicated, b7c 

according to this Informant, that Mr., and Ifrs . ITELSON Were b2 
to be dinner guests at the BERNSTEHl^home on that evening, b7D 

On September 16, 1951 N&HUM BERNSTEIN a^ised 
an unidentified individual that he was interested in buying a 
house in Harrison, New York near North Street and Locust 
Avenue. Subsequently, on this date, NAHUM BERNSTEIN advised 
another unidentified individual that he was seriously thinking 
of buying the former AMELIA ERHARDT home in Harrison, New 
York. 

On September 21, 1951 MAXINE^BfcRNSTEIN , wife 

T _JRNSTEIN, was i n cont act with her Husband, according 

to Confidential Informant! ^ On that occasion, NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN advised his wife £tiat he had signed a contract for 
the%$use and t$at everything was signed, sealed and delivered. 

'1 There was_no indication, according tc 

Confidential Informant □ when the BERNSTEINS intend to 
take possession of their new home in H arris on, v^ew York. 

Confidential Informant | | of known reliabil- 

ity, made available the following letters and correspondence 
which pertain to th e business relations of NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
| | These documents, which are self-explanatory, 

are nerewitn set out . 


V 
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"March. 23 * 1951 

,, O • 

"Mr. Nahum A. Bernstein 
Israeli Industries Inc. 

20 Pine Street 
New York City. 

"Dear Nahum, 

"Thank you for your letter of March 8, 1951; it 
has arrived on the day of my return from the Army where for 
one month I stayed out of - as you say - the cares and burdens 
of dresses, ice and ' tsurris'. Now that I am back, I am 
already deep again into all these burdens and cares. 

"Referring to the matter of the certifications, 
please note that in accordance with the requirements of the 
Government, these should be certified and signed by the 
supplying firm; therefore those certifications delating to: 

"the machines - should be signed by 5 Schiff, if 

possible, otherwise toy Smartcraft 
or Bern-Hodges. 

"the textile machines (also the parts (Reeds) 
as per the invoice amounting 
to 4 . 09.63 dollars) - should be 
signed by the supplying firm at 
Patterson. 

cut-dresses --by Smartcraft. 

"the finished goods, specifying the invoice as 
much as possible, - should be 
signed by Bern-Hodges. 

"With respect to the amount of IL. 2562 mentioned 
in your above letter, 1 wish to refer you to my letter dated 
August 21, 1950 and your reply on this matter in your* letter 
dated September 1, 1950 where you asked that we hold this for 
your account as you do not wish to invest it. 
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I Isent a» a copy of your letter dated 

March. 9, 1951 1 l and in this respect I wish to 

bring to your notice the following: 

”1. "We u nderstoo d from your letter dated February 

2 nd, 1951 addressed | [ that the cost of the raw materials 

amounts to about 33 ” 1 / 3 % of the sale-prices, assuming ssiab to 
include all freights c.i.f. Tel-Aviv or Haifa. There was no 
question of freight and it was on our suggestion to ask for 
the concession that payments for fr eight be made in Israeli 
currency. Now in your above letter | 1, you bring figures 

showing that the cost of materials c.i.f. Tel-Aviv or Haifa 
should amount to about 50 % of the price derived in foreign 
currency. Had we been aware of these figures we would have 
applied for a higher rate of allocation to cover same. 1 ^ 

”2. "The Government agreed fb increase the rate'%»| > 

foreign currency allocation for the replacement of raw mat- • 

erials to 50 % merely because we asked for such rate ah baing 

the actual cost of the materials and - to quot^_^ _| 

letter - 'In view of the changed of prices of raw materials , we 

agree '. Therefore, had we asked for a greater percentage 

or had the changes in prioes been higher, there could haye 
been no reason why th e Government wou ld not have agreed to this. 
During our discussion |said that there could be 
no difficulty to obtain tne Government * s approval to the 
increase, because rates of allocations should vary in accord- 
ance with the changes in the prices of the raw materials. 

" 3 . "I do not see the use of approaching, the 

Government again on this project; I am- certain that the 
Government, .when convinced that the cost of the raw materials 
exceeds the ip^te of 33 - 1 / 3 %, would agree to an increased 
allocation as long as the main condition is being kept,- I.e. 

2/3 of the production for export sales and 1/3 for the hornet 
market, and as long as the total allocations ifor the raw ‘ , 

materials, royalties and profits dp not exceed the amount of 
fhreign currency derived through export sales, especially if 
we explain that at present PARTS are being imported. for 
assembling only, the cost of which exceed the fixed rate of 
33-l/3% and that gradually the machines will be manufactured 
completely in Israel out of raw materials costing 33-1/ 3% of 
the sale-price. 
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"4-. "There is to note that what was asked .from the 

Government is of the selli ng-price ( vizi $0j c of $84-5 as 

mentioned in your above letter I ~| and there is also to 

remember that the 50 ‘b allocation is to cover the cost of raw 
materials only, and if further expenses would be involved, ;' 
then these would have to be allocated out of the remaining 
5o ; ... 

b 7 ' 

"With kindest personal regards. 


"Sincerely, 

V 3/ 1 


"June 7, 1951 


"penson & Company 
11 Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 

Gentlemen: 


"We are pleased to enclose herewith invoice, 
in triplicate, covering 8 rolls of paper to be shipped to 
Israeli Industries Incorporated, Jabotinsky Road, Ramat-Gan, 
Israel. The goods are now at Smartcraft, 213 West 35th 
Street, New York City. Each roll is marked III TEL AVIV, 
and their total gross weight is 252 pounds. 

"We are* -sending these goods to Israel as an 
investment,, without payaent. The import license number is 
> 5l875» PrStoht and forwarding expenses will be'prepaid by us 
Please have this merchandise insured. ' 

"We should appreciate haviftg your Involve 
covering the freight and forwarding expens-es as soon ah 
possible. 4; 


'Sincerely yours 
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"ISRAELI INDUSTRIES INCORPORATED 


"By 

Nahum A* Bernstein" 

"NAB:sh 
Enel. " 


b7C ■ 

"August 16th, 1951. 


Israeli Industries Incorporated, 
P.0. Box 2876 , 

Tel Aviv, Israel. 

"De ar | | 


"We acknowledge receipt of your cable today 
agreeing to our concluding arrangements with our candidate . 
pursuant to conditions previously conveyed to youl 


"We are proceeding immediately and wish to record 
the specific terms of these arrangements so that there will be 
no misunderstanding in the future: 

”1. The price will be that previously indicated to you. In 
fact, we are now proceeding to see if we cannot also get 
a partial credit which will make it much easier to pick 
up the option. 

"2. Our candidate will retain one-half and hold the other half 
available -under option for one ( 1 ) year. 

"3. Our candidate, together with those who pick up the option, 
shall succeed to all of the rights Of the prior owners 
and be entitled to one-half of the profits and Israeli 
Industries Incorporated shall be permanently entitled to 
the other half of the profits. 

"h* We shall proceed to form a new, separate N© w York corpora 
ation. We shall try to get the name, Israeli Industries 


L 
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"Apparel Corporation. Howejfiir, if you think of a 
name which r^ay have greater significancfl^. in Israel, 
please cable it. The corporation shalljfhave 2 classes 
of stock. Preference stock shall be i#eued at par value 
for the exact consideration for which we made the ; 
pur chase from the former owners. The pref erence/stock 
shall bear no interest and shall not share. in the profits 
of the business but shall be entitled to payment in full 
upon dissolution before any payment to the holders of 
common stock. Thus, common stock will in effect repre- 
sent only an interest in the profits of the business and 
not in the capital. 100 shares of no par common stock 
shall be divided equally between the new owners and III. 
This will take care of the equal division of profits 
automatically as well as protect the return of the purchase 
money. It is understood that the conversion privileges 
into dollars to the full extent of the Investment Laws 
under which we operate as an Approved Investment shall be 
given only to the present purchasers and shall not apply 
to the common shares held by III for management. 

"5. This arrangement will completely replace any previous 5 % 
of sales for III. It is quite clear that under an equal 
division of profits between investors and III there is 
no place for a 5% of sales charge in addition, which 
practically eats up most of the profits. 

"6. A contract of lease for the premises must be transferred 

to the new corporation, as in the case of Szekely-Hoffman. 

"You must realize that Adash I have been, 

struggling with this problem now for many months . The above 
represents our joint opinion that this is an excellent andV 
fair proposition for all parties concerned. We shall bend' 
every effort to try to conclude it within the next 30 days. 

This will result in a permanent solution in which we will be 
able to control our own destinies forever af t#r. I hate to 
think of the only other alternative which is t%.t the present 
interests will sell to someone of their own choking and we 
will have to accept such terms as may be dictated to us. 





NY 65-15301 


“NAB :MD" 


"With kindest personal regards. 


"Sincerely,” 


"October dr 1950 


"Mr. Nahum Bernstein 
20 Pine Street 

New York City# f ’ 

"Dear Mr. ..Bernstein: 

"At the suggestion of I I Pepsi -Cola 

Company, who is now in Peru, we are writing you regarding the 
dress factory which your organisation has established in 
Israel. v '-.- 

"We are interested in the possil^-ities of 
importing women's medium price dresses for thsf^Peruvian 
market and are in a position to import from Israel making 
payment either in pruvian Soles or Sterlin. 

"We would appreciate very much any information ^ 
you can give us regarding thiW' plant and its address and the 
name of its manarar in Tel-Avfty so that, if feasible We ^an 
get in touch direct . ' : '% k v 


/ | |haa also told us that you are interested 

in other manufacturing enterprises in Israel. Wd would 
appreciate any information as to their products ae that we 
may study their sales possibilities in the Peruvian market. 


"Yours very truly, 

"IMPORTAC 1 0NE3 , GENERALES S . A . 
"H. A^Pier ce 


- 8 - 
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"HAP/hor" 


"H.A. Pierce 
"Managing-Dire c tor ” 


"June 22nd, 1951. 


"There is still a few dollars on deposit £n 
your aecount at the Corn Exchange Bank and the bank has" : 
notified us that they are going to start making monthly 
service charges. Therefore, please sign and return to me 
the enclosed authorization or otherwise the few dollars will 
be eaten up by service charges. s 

"With kind regards to you and yours, 


"NAB:MD 
Enc. " 


"Sincerely, 
”/s/ Nahum" 


"May S>th, 1951 


New York 13, N.Y. 


9 
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b7C 

of April 1951 

contains an article, ■written by Mr. F .' v ^ 4 ^r gen stern, whom you 
have met during your last visit in Israel, headed "SURVEY 
OF ISRAEL’S TEXTIW INDUSTRY AND SUGGESTIONS FOR ITS 
EXPANSION " . Assuming that it might be of interest to you, 
we took the liberty to forward to you via air mail a copy 
of the above Journal. 

"On this opportunity we wish to remark that 
on the eve of your departure from Israel you informed us 
about the. survey that you were preparing concerning the 
textile industry in Israel and that a copy of same will be 
sent to us together with a photostat of Dr. Gruenbaum' s 
letter written in reply to the memorandum submitted to him 
regarding your projected enterprise. We would much appreciate 
it if you will kindly send us same at your convenience. 

"There is to point out that the concessions 
granted by the Israeli Government for y£ur project fa* exceed 
the limit that the Government grants noir to any other app- 
licant. We came to know someone who would be willing to 
invest the dollar capital for a like project if it would 
include participants such as your good-self. Therefore we 
would be grateful if you will please let us know how the 
matter stands and if there exist no problem in acquiring the 
necessary equipment and the difficulty is in the raising of 
the capital, we would much like to try and 'pee whether ;we 
might be able to raise it from our end. We'^resume that t 
your* above survey covers the two important problems - raw ; 
materials - and sales, if not please make us ac<fuairvted with 
them in order that we may meet with likely inquiries in this 
respect. 1 

-. % 

"Hoping to hear from you, 

"We are, 

"Very sincerely yours, 

"ISRAELI INDUSTRIES INC 


"Copy to: NAB, I. I. I., New York 


"By_ 


1 
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"Government of Israel Supply Mission 
250 West 57th Street 
New York , N.Y. 

"Att : | | 

"Dear | | 

"'As you have been advised, the Citrus Board in 
Israel has placed at my disposal the sum of $3500.00 to 
purchase materials to be used for manufacturing electric 
starters in Israel. 

"I attach herewith, in triplicate, one order for 
such material to 'Leeds', in the total amount of $134*00. j 
should appreciate your making the necessary arrangements to 
open a Letter of Credit in favor of 'Leeds' for $134*00 out 
of the $3500.00 placed at my disposal. Please ; .©p$n this 
Letter of Credit for three months. 

"Thank you for your cooperation ;dind courtesy 
In this matter. V 


"Sincerely yours. 


"AI:sh , 

Ends." 

”c/o The Empire Hotel 
Broadway and 63 rd St. 
New York-, N.Y. 

"Government of Israel Supply Mission 
250 West 57"th Street 
New York, N.Y. 



k 
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''Dear Sirs, 


4 


—| "Vve v . request to place at the disposal of| 

| Mr ., X* v te in, 20 Pine Street, New York, the 

^emourrtofi $3500 .for the purchase of materials to be used for 
manufacturing of electrical starters in Israel. 


"Yours truly. 



"June , 1951. 


"Corn Exchange Bank, j b7c 

770 Lexington Avenue, 

New York City. ... 

"Re: Account I I 

c/o Silver & Bernstein 

"Gentlemen: 

"This will authorize you to withdraw the entire 
balance from my account at your bank and pay some to the order 
of 'Silver & Bernstein, Special', and mail directly to them 
at the above address. 


"Very truly yours,- 



12 
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"April 26th, 1951. 


"Chase National Bank 
20 Pine Street 
New York City. 


"Gentlemen t 


"Re: Leib ptelson 

Esterai^I telson 


"Enclosed herewith please find two (2) checks, 
payable to your order, in the sum of $1*000.00 each. 

"please open irrevocable Letters of Credit for 
$ 1 , 000.00 each, in favor of Leib Itelspn and Sstera Itelson, 
whose present address 1 b Hotel Splendide, 50 Blvd. Victor 
Hugo, Nice, Prance; which sums will become available to the 
beneficiaries at your head office upon presentation by the 
beneficiaries in person of their passports, but only after 
their arrival in this country and noTb later than November 1st, 
1951. The interests of the beneficiaries under these Letters 
of Credit are solely for their personal benefit and may not be 
assigned or transferred, and if the beneficiaries do not 
present themselves in person (together with their passports), 
at your bank to claim the said sums on or before the date 
above specified, then said credits will terminate and you will 
pay over the sa^d sums to us, or our legal representatives, 
successors or assigns, ' - 

'"Please notify the United States Consul, at 
Nice, France, to the foregoing effect this day by air mail." 


"April 27th, 1951. 


"United States Consul 
Nice, France. 




"Dear Sir: 


"You have doubtless been informed by our 
bankers. The Chase National Bank of New York, that we have 
deposited $1,000.00 to the account of Leib Itelson and 
fl, 000.00 to the account of Estera Itelson. 

"In further support of. these applications for 
visas for temporary entry to the United States, please be 
advised that our firm is representing a group of eminent 
American textile manufacturers who are negotiating for the 
establishment of a textile weaving plant In Israel with 
American capital. These negotiations have progressed to the 
point where the interested parties are about to commit their 
capital to this project, providing satisfactory /'arrangements 
can be made for the management and technical details concern- 
ing the operation in Israel. The American interests also 
Insist that an experienced Israeli textile manufacturer Join 
this enterprise by way of Investment and participation in. the 
management. We believe that such an association can be 
consummated between the American interests and Mr. Itelson, 
who is a well known and long established Israeli textile 
manufacturer.. It is, therefore, of the utmost importance that 
Mr. Itelson and his wife proceed to the United States at once 
to negotiate these proposals for a joint American - Israeli 
project. If consummated, we believe this project would be of 
great commercial value to the American . group as well as to 
Israel. We, therefore respectfully request that hpu act upon 
these applications immediately as this %ro ject is rt|w at a 
standstill Waiting the arrival of Mr. Itelson in the United 
States . ' f 

"Very trijjly yours. 


"'Nahum A. Bernstein" 



,r HAB :MD ,! 



& 
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It will be noted that the correspondence 
emanating from Israel on the stationery of theb'lsraeli 
Industries, Incorporated lists the New York Office of this 
corporation as 20 Pine Street, Suite 1907 > telephone 
WHitehall 3-7171. This is, in fact, the office address send 
telephone exchange listed to the law firm of SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN in New York City. 


b2 
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Confidential Informant! | of known reliability, 

advised that the o nly contact that has oeen made to the 
knowledge of I V i th NEUn&RN^Y, 20 Pine Street, New Yorx, 

New : York, during the past three months has been a contact with 
"the address 265 Henry Street, New York, New York. 


This is the building that houses the Henry 
Street Settlement and also the National Association of Consum- 
ers. It is believed likely that this contact may have been 
in the .form of an advertisement or a solicitation for funds 
of some Sort. , r 

On October 11, 1951 the office Jr SILVER - and 
BERNSTEIN was contacted by Confidential Informant] | of 

known reliability, and a request was made to speax wixn Mr. 

WED BERNEY. The individual at this law office who answered 
the inquiry at first stated that there was no such individual 
by this nane connected with the law firm of SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN. 


Subsequ ently, when another contact was made^by 
Confidential Informant! | insisting on speaking to Mr. NED 

BERNEY, after considerable time the individual at the law 
firm of SILVER and BERNSTEIN stated that, they were mistaken 
and there was/ a Mr. BERNBJf there who wotj|d speak to -the 
Informant ima^diately. 5 

Confidential Tnformant l I advised that he was 
familiar with the voice of NAHUM BERNSTEIN and it appeared to 
him that the individual who identified himself‘\as Mr. BERNEY 
was, in fact, NAHUM BERNSTEIN. 

Confidential Informant ! 1 of known reliability, 
advised that the following contacts appear significant to this 
investigation which were made with NAHUM BERNSTEIN on the 
dates listed: 


L 
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Date 

August 9, 1951 
August 11, 1951 

August 18, 1951 

August 20, 1951 

August 21, 1951 

August 22, 1951 
August 27, 1951 

August 30, 1951 

August 30, 1951 
September 7, 1951 


Person or Company Contacte d 


JOSEPH Jl'Nt^lNN Securities, 
Incorporated 
37 Wall Street 
New York, New York 

b7C 

Material for Israel, 
Incorporated 
200 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 


Israeli Consulate 
ID East 70th Street 
New York, New York 

Embassy of Israel 
Washington, D.C. 

Israeli Industries, 

Inc orp orated 
P.0. Box 2876 
Tel-Aviv, Israel 

Israeli Industries, 
Incorporated 
P.0. Box 2876 
Tel-Aviv, Israel 

Bandseas products Corporation 
' 39 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Smart craft Corporation 
213 West 35th Street 
New York, New York 


16 




Date 


September 8, 1951 
September 8 , 1951 
September 12, 1951 

September 13, 1951 

September 2k, 1951 
September 28, 1951 

October 1, 1951 
October 2, 1951 

October 3, 1951 
October 6, 1951 


P erson or Compa n y Contacted 

Material for Israel 
250 Weif% 57th Street 
New York, New York 

EL AL Corporation^" 

29 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 

Government of Israel 
Supply Mission 
250 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 

Swiss-Israeli Food Service 
38 East 57th Street 
New York, New York 

Embassy of Israel 
Washington, D.C. 

Ampal House 
17 East 71st Street 
New York, New York 

Israel Speaks, Incorporated 
New York, New York 

S ZEKELEY -HOFFMANN and 
Company, Ltd. 

Herzl Street 100 
Tel-Aviv, Israel 

Pepsi -Cola Company 
3 West 57th. street 
New York, New York. 




b7C 
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« * 


October 6, 1951 


October 11, 1951 


October 11 , 195l 


Person or Company Contacted 

Smartcraft Corporation 
213 West 35th Street ■ 

Nek York, New York 


b7C 


SZEKEIEY -HOFFMANN and 
Company, Ltd. 
Jabotinki Ramat-Gan 
Israel 


- PENDING 
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ADMINISTRATIVE 


INFORMANTS 


) 

Anonymous 

Mall cover on mail addressed 
to NED BJSRNEY, 20 pine 
Street, New York, New York. 

Prete xt telephone cfrll m ade 
K1 b Y sai ' . ito 

the law firm of SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN,-. 20 Pine Street, ■ 

New York, New York, ok 
October 11, 1951- \ 

Mail cover maintained o] 
mail received by NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN at\ his busine 
address, c/o 'SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN, 20 Pine Str e 
New York, New York. 

MISCELLANEOUS > 

«■ 4 ■':■■■, i 

; Copies of title report -are being designated for 
the information of the Los Ajigeles and Washington Field Offices 
because it is known that those offices are currently conducting 
investigation relative to Israeli activities and it i% believed 
that information in this report -may be of assistance t# them 
in their investigation. 




bl 
b 7 < 
b2 
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NY 65-15301 

ADMINISTRATIVE i continued) 

LEAD 

NEW YORK L ; ' f ' 

At New York, New York 

Will continue tc follow the activities of 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN in connection with Israeli activities. 

REFERENCE 



Report of SA| | 8/20/51, 

New York. 


b7C 


List of Contents 
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DATE OF REMOVAL y/ - s'- S 


DATE OF MAIL / V / 9 -'y^ V 


HAS BEEN REMOVED | I TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 1736 


b7C 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 




JJKCLASSZ FI S3 


REMOVED BY_ 


FILE NUMBER /£■ ' 




PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 



UNITED S 


GOVERNMENT 


Office M_en^.„,}dum 


Director, FBI 
SAC, New York 


DATE: October 29, 1951 


NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
ESPIONAGE - IS b7C 


fe'SKSXKlS JJKCLAOSIFISSO . . / „ 

^P?AU$sL 


On October 15 , 1951 , NAHUM BERNSTEIN was in contact with | | 

| also an attorney in the law firm of Silver and Bernstein. . . 

On that occasion BERNSTEIN asked I I to ca ll ^ phonetic) 

to infor m him that BE RNSTEIN had see d I on Friday and Saturday 

and that | 1 had been in contact with Washington in connection with 

the arresF |~ | It was indicated by BERNSTEIN that | | had not 

been indicte d but he had been arrested. BERNSTEIN indicated that when 

I l was in touch with someone in Washington this person gave l | 

I the understanding that an opportunity for a conference in connection with 

the arrest |~ | would be held in Washington. Further, someone in 

Washington had written a letter to the United States Attorney’s office in New 
York to "hold up." 

BERNSTEIN further indicated that the United States Attorney's office 
at New York had pointed out that the Statute of Li mitations would ru m this 
week. BERNSTEIN stated that he had talked it over l l and BERN- 

STEIN indicated, "They would lose absolutely nothing by telling Washington 
that although the Statute would e xpire t his week there is no need for unseeming 
haste to rush it through" because ! I reiterated everything he had in his 

affidavit in his testimony before the King Committee a month ago. BERNSTEIN 
indicated that for this reason the Sta tute had just begun to run. There was 
mention that the charge l | was one of perjury. 

BERNSTEIN further indicated that l ~l had contacted ] | 

| 1 Department of Justice, who suggested that the matter be taken up with 

the United States Attorney in New York. BERNSTEIN stated that on Saturday 
last | ~~| ven t down to see an Assistan t United State s Attorney and to 

talk the whole matter over. BERNSTEIN stated l~ ^ 'Anything that avoids 

immediate action in this time of inve stigation hysteria i s better for us." 
BERNSTEIN indicated that | | spoke with | [ Assistant United 

States A ttorney, who wo uld not commi t himself, but it was indicated that 
| I was meeting witl} | on the afternoon of October 15 to discuss 

this matter. BE RNSTEIN remarked, "At least we got him to take up th^t issue 
|to see whether t hat wouldn’t stop him from immediate pre- 
cipitatea action ." The | | referred to in this conversation is undoubtedly 

[ Assistant United States Attorney, Southern District of New York. 
Since this matter pertains undoubtedly to attorney-client relationship, no 
inquiries have been made at the United States Attorney's office. Southern 
District of New York. 


DES:RAA ' 

65-15301 S’. ~ 

cc - Washington Field 


m SO 195} 




DESiRAA New York, N. Y. 

65-15301 


This information is being made available to the Bureau for whatever 
action the Bureau may deem advisable in this matter. 




' t f- 

t | 1 

i 

1 ■ ] 
cc - Loyalty Unit ] 

Sac, Sew fork 

October 29, 1951 

tHroctOr, FBI 
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/**&*' \JU*+.* 3 * a - Ushed that Bemcicin was apmointe 

committee kjmwn as ti 
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at Q**S have 


°%J*V 26 t 1952, 
*0’ Civilian 


jxa a consultant to a comm 

a - / '» A j) /V *r-^fag<il Personnel Conatttoe, On kktober 26^1352, s~U 
wda aV’.zilc-'le a restricted blind memorandum on this 
// X&l ' committee, cents* of wktck ere attooked for each office, 

CmS h: , a adui$ § g the em^tcr regard ins the 




ennlotf-i 


nt or ’ er 
| »>?. t 


’ err.ztcin 

he j'caar- 


tmomt of the inv is under 
• 2 |hm stated that steps are 


X 


current consideration, T __ 

be in:: tzken to abolish the Civil ion local Personnel 
Commit teo fa r the purpose of terminating the en lcymeat 
of ~ernstein | I 5 *y the Department oj the Amy, 

low 


This ft after is be in., followed by the 
mill fee advised of devrlopncntn* 

hlC 

At tachment 

cc - Washington Field ( Attachment ) 


bureau and you 


ntwthob 




# GAal 


HERE IN./ S, UNCLASS IF I ED . / A 

DATE -Pyte- ,-B¥ 


^ o 41951 ; 


.. , % . 

>*> 1 - rrt 4 

iGff®®-® 11 

f,^3- ^ ■ 

:' V fe51 


Uo tr j ■ 


rt 





l !^° 3 . Ac 












DATE OP REMOVA L 7/ - W - ^ '? 


DATE OP MA I L /# " Ob - ^ 

b7C 


HAS BEEN REMOVED | |TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 173° 


SEE FILE 66-2^-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


SUBJECT JUNE MIL 


ESZEm, VgCUiSS. 

359. r 3 ? 


REMOVED B Y ^r' - X 

FILE NUMBER .<% '• S'-*/ J> </ 


PER?1ANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 



DATE OF REMOVAL / / ' ^—^3 -<S' / 


DATE OF MAIL JJ / — v£a~ 


b7C 


HAS BEEN REMOVED I I TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 1736 1 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 



HERS IS MICLASS I F JED . . , , 

a.vi r. 


REMOVED BY 




FILE NUMBER A- ~ ^-'5'/^'/' - 2K&" " 


& 

V 


PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 



DATE OF REMOVAL //-*&■ 9 - v£T7 ^ 


DATE OF MAIL // - 4 ? - V-TX" 


HAS BEEN REMOVED | | TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 1736 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 


t&L tSCMiAlXm 


mic.LASsx? 


REMOVED BY. 
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HAS BEEN REMOVED | |ro BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 1736 



PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 





; The following 1* edditlonal 
offioer** record: 

Iurns t 

rat «, of hlrtht 
neao of birth: 

Face: 

Height* 

/ fright ! 

^jr«s: 

Stir: 

3c8^s, Mark* or Tattoos: 
H»rital Status: 

Social Sseurifcy Number: 
Citizenship: 

Former Occupation: 

Military Oooupation: 
School*: 


Employer: 


Home Addreaa: 




Relatives: 



information contained in this 
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ST^NDARr^OR M NO. 

- Office 

TO : 


SUBJECT: 



r, 

* 

Memorandum 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

) 


DIRECTOR, FBI ' DATE -' October 26, 1951 

ATTENTION IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 
SAC, ST. LOUIS 


NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN i . ... 

espionage - is > J 


Re New York letter to St. Louis dated 10-16-51 

Personnel at RAr.AG adv-i rpH thp-fr waro.nnahis to locate 

Army service record fori (determined to 

have Array Serial No. | \ They further aHvisari t.hat. a 

card in their files indicated that a request for i I 

record had been made by PIB, AGO, Washington, D . C . on 
December 20, 1949, a t which time it wa s ascertained that no 
records were locatedl ~\ 


Inasmuch as the records for the above-named subject 
may be located at AGO, Washington, D. C., the Identification 
Bivision is requested to make appropriate check there for this 
record. If located, will handle lead in referenced letter. 


For the information of the Identification Division, 
copy of referenced letter is enclosed herewith. 

RUC 


b7C 




GWM: sae 
65-1652 
cc New York 
Enclosure 


WSOH®-® 


339 » V3 9 

SP/*6'7XICT'<lJ 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERB!* lb UNCLASSIFIED „ . 


X 

~v x 
C. ' * ' 





>ber 1 6 , 1951 



SAC, Rev York 
SAHUK A. BBRHSTKH 

SSPIQ8AG8 - 13 1 > 


Tour office la requested to ch eck the records of the United States 
Army under the name of | ] It is believed that he is no longer 

connected with the United states Army and the records of your area should be 
che cked for his -pres ent whereabouts. The only identifying information concern- 
ing! |is as follows: 

' 1 1 b7C 


\ The address listed upon bis discharge from the 

Amy should be ascertained and this office should be iraediately notified by 
letter. 


MS: BAA 

65-15301 
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Office Memorandum 

s' 

TO A» H» Belmyiitj 

from q 9 jj - # Hennr'ich 

, SUBJECT: NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


# 


,u: 


1 1 

S GOVERNMENT 


date.- December 5, 2951 

bl 




A* 



Purpose: T «i«. ro« 

To have our Liaison Unit deliver a blank memorandum **** — 
to the appropriate officer of G-2 for the purpose of securing / 
information regarding the subject • njfej 

Details: 

, . \ < / / 

There is attached a self-explanatory blXytk 1 
memorandum for delivery to G-2, The communication has ^e'edV 

prepared in this fashion since Be rnstein is nn* nf the Z /V 

principal subjects in our [S } 

and th.e investioation i s based in part on data received ^ 

J* om \ fc ) 

Action: 

If it meets with your approval, it is recommended 
that our Liaison Unit deliver the attachment to the appropriate 
officer at G-2 who is cleared for communications intelligence 

'<■“ /W'ZwZ 


65-59184 
ERW:hmb f: 


%\Vl\v\ 

OUSTED 

DECLASSIFY ON; 25 X\^yf^ 


E 


STATION CUKTAlUfii' 
;ME5>E 5 Hu! Vi'! 



mmm : 





SEbUrfllV - CyA 


ec - Mr, ^elmdnt 
Liaison 


December 5, 19$1 


'HEM A , BER', T 





0* November S, 19 CJ, I 
Qffive tfc# Chief of Finance ^ — A ' gpg r 
interviewed by Agents of this "urgott. 


during U42 
Cano Uoton, Vc-v , 
*• recall th Tal 


1945 ft* &88 | 

BS|£tf* «tctc« wst 4# as< tt/K»&2g «{ 
r * ° r * 0 reea ** an V "Mmcr andtm submit 


ZSm-EEmlf—ae £ 

Loc?;<3tfd op 

| at ^3 

u/w&2g either 


M w rgcajj any mmtrandim submit** 

bp him concerning *emstein and the latter *s Cb*mu . 
connections* ^ tr: . — „ 

. *1 h Z1 Pasted that if he had safmttted 

z?*~ srs: *° 33 °* « 

SECURITY IMFOR^AIiL ! : UUNHTOtf 

f, Jt, Wannallthmb > 

NOTE: This memo classified on the baiis of 

the information contained herein, 

INDEXED 70 , .. 


b7C 


SECURITY INFORMATION 


He reported -that each information mould have been supplied 
to him by 0-8 at the Po et since it wae no t data baeed O* 
hte personal knowledge* I p aid that according 

to hie recolleetton , lieutenant Colonel frank Ouigley, no* 
deceased, had maintained a complete file on 0-2 
at the Po^tm It was hie opinion that the naterthP from the 
0—8 files would ettll be in existence although he te net 
amare of its present location. 

It would be appreciated if you mould endeavor 
to deoeloo from o-8 reearde any additional information 
available renarding possible Communist connect tone cn the 
part of Fernetetn and make the eame available to thie 
bureau* 
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Office v/rWYrtTlduTyi • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



ACTION : 




I 


Form Now 8 

THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT 



MLO 


REPORT MAM AT: 

DATE WHEN MADE: 

PERIOD TOR WHICH MAD«| 

f 

Report made by, 

AhVt-1— 

)\ NEW YORK 

1/24/52 j 

L/lh.,15,16/^’ 

J 






I 

t.* 




NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was, 

Ned 'Barney, 'Myers, ^Corman 


CHARACTER OF C 


ESPIONAGE 1 - IS 




SYNOPSIS: 



-/^-v 


-/y 




: b7C 


N, 

New York, but continues as a- practising attorney 
in NYC. He was in the company, of BEN-SufllOH 
during his visit/ to U. S. He has be e# '’contact ed- 
by National Lawyers Guild. I I 

|vi sited the re^idenc^ of 
NAHlJM BEK;>! STEiN 'during nis recent visit to U. S 
BERNSTEIN known to have interest in Israeli 
Industries, Inc* In May, 1951 he was } ,Appointed 
to the Civilian Legal Personnel Committee of the 
U. S. Army. This Committee was subsequently 


M 



■ bl 




i- ?■* 


W} 


bsv'- 

Confidential Informant 





, ..AS 8 R®: 

| of kno wnore 1 lab' Hit ~fy*v f 

STEIN aad his wife, MAXI NE Intended to 
the company ^o fj^Mr a ,, andpCrs. BEN-^pI ON , 
srael and hi s wir§*T T he same Informa&b. 


advised that, NAHUj 
attend a luncheon 
Prime Minister of 

advised that BERNSTEIN- did, in fact, fceet 

on May 12, i95l at the Hotel Waldorf Astoria. TMs Informant^ 
advised that .in. May, 1951* an Individual cdnnecte8|with the National 
lawyers Guild contacted NMffM BERNSTEIN slid attomfirad to interest 
in the purchase of hearth insurance that was blljgg offered 
,j^t^g|al Lawyers Guilds On that occasion, bE&NSTEIN did 

intial report and lta 


M THESE SPACES 




loaned. — /v * 


and are 'L r — „ 

■which loaned. 

r 3 OF THIS REPORT FURNISHED TO: 

Bureau (65-59184) 

1 - Los Angeles (65-50 Il 8) (Info) 
1 - Washington Field (Info) 

3 - New York t (65rl53Ql) 
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not indicate that he was interested in making such a purchase 
at that time. 

' , ■ . bl 

The same; informant advised that in June, .1951 b7C 

NAHUM BERNSTEIN sold his summer cottage that he owned at "" 

Pompton Lakes, New Jersey. It was indicated by the Informant b2 
that BERNSTEIN and his wife had rented a summer cottage at b7D 

Bellport, Long Island, where they spent the summer of 1951* 


Unnf jdential Informant I I also advised that ^ 

I spent the evening of October 15, 1951 at the ^5-1 
residence of NAHUM BERNSTEIN, 136 East 67th Street, New York, 

New York. 

~~| advised that on September 21, 1951 NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN advised his wife that he had purchased the Amelia 
Erhardt Estate in Harrison, New York. 

Confidential Informant I | of known reliability, 
advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN received correspondence at- his 
law office, 20 Pine Street, addressed to Mr». NAHUM AP BERNS TEIN, 
Israeli Industries, I n c. It was further indicated by this"" 
Informant that the letterhead of the Israeli Industries, Inc. 
contained its New Yo'rk address as 20 Pine. Street, Suite 1907 , 
telephone WHitehall 3-7171. This is, in fact, the office address 
and telephone exchange 1 li sted to the law firm of Silver & 
Bernstein in New York City. 


Confidential Informant ! | of known reliability, 
advised NAHUM BERNSTEIN was appointed in May 16, 1951 as a 
consultant to a committee known as the Civilian Legal Personnel 

Committee of the Department of the Army. According to the 

Tnfnwiiant. this committee was established ! \ 

to select top level attorneys for employment In the 
War Department and to pass upon the qualifications of these 
candidates. The committee in 1951 also performed the same 
function for the Department of the Air Force as well as for 
the Department of the Army. Recommendations for the promotions 
of attorneys employed by the two departments also were passed 
upon by the committee. 







This Same Informant advised that t he Civilian ■ 

Legal Personnel Committee with which BERNSTEIN [ 

were associated was abolished in November, 1951 "! " 


PENDING- 




ny 65-15301 


Informants 


L 


Miscellaneous 


ADMINISTRATIVE 


Anonymous source. 



bl 
b7C 
> b2 ■ 
' b7D 

b2 

b7D 


Copies of this report have been designated for the 
information of the Washington Field and Los Angeles Offices 
because they have. In the past, conducted investigation relative 
to the subject of this Investigation. It is believed informa- 
tion in this report should be made available to those offices. 


Report of SA 
City. 

Report of SA 
City. 


REFERENCE: 


10/23/51, New. York 
8/20/51, New York 





Office Memorandum • united states government 


I'R. A. H. BELMONT.. 

Wi c C- 


DATE: C-ctober r. ]■■■■ 


FROM : V. P. 

SUBJECT: * ISRAELI INTELLIGENCE SERVICE 
(NAHUM BERNSTEIN) 

ESPIONAGE - IS ' 

purpose s 

To record the reeults 0 / discussions T 

obtained at 0-2 in connection with the above-oaotionen matter. .\ 

BACKGROUND 

Reference is made to a memorandum to you from 

Hennrich in 'the e »o».-=«P*.».< ««££*«» ^SST ' 

end to a memorandum to you from I 5eBiemi , er 27l jssi. Tfes- 

iSdicatiny that lJ%Si pSlttiSS ?/ Consultants 

» rsff ^ is - i951 - & 

The referenced memorandum dated September 18, ^1. 
recommended that hlVe^n^andle^ it 

the manner m U ^ C J* *J®f be determined from the Army the wanner 
further recommended ttMt vb be dete t ./ 2J te ftanaJe-" 

‘S nfnStlo 5:5£^«5!4 ~ 'innovations. 

The referenced memorandum dated September^ 37, l^S-Le 

iSS^e^SfKreW. rfl»rt /•; «• i°S*° n 

ISCSSd"J52r*!Si cont^^n/nct S—~«» 

in the ^rmy. 

ncifflil TT .C • 

|has_djjOM3ged thij»_watter^a^^^ngt^ 



/ 





^iV'ed d t^t C Z a i 1 y ,nt ‘ in "•* T ° r * a*V. 

”7 »« »«« theoke £de “ K i my.?! 1 ; 11 - JJ.i-s/ors. *»,,.. 
out, however, 9 * ** Q-2, It i oai pointed 

classified natur^^H^^™??'** «*•» °/ **« hiyMy 
by the Bureau regarding Bernst^V 2* ■ 0d 2* OWO<ioM * to flu* 

**Sht aplllr^ll-adltlldVhe 

t?ita pro Men would be to disband 4fte^enmi++ e &«®t solution to 
stated that to the beet of hi^nt^.%lTltV‘- ^neral Bolling 
taken by the Secretary. 1 knowledge this action is being 

ACTlOK t __ 

«*« /- £ eU::u^ e ir* h t^/i r mrM *° *• ■**«*• 

returned ££ /»n» ars 

i»ern»tein ,f® wwXaa *°? ^^tcatiny that 

o/ the Amy, a recnec* will be made Sy P tXe e z<fl?*o ,ie 7 Jte? 5 ar J m ® ,,t 
c reoeonaMe period of tine in »rZZ~ Unit within 

„., diebondin g %hVVo^ThaV. ^IZ'VeV'&e?' 




. n/k/iy 
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0 


■d 


SAC, Now Fork 


November 19, 


Director, TB1 (65-59104) 

NASrrN BERN ST IN, Mai, 

EWI^'ACr? - IS 

ReBulete 10/8/51 and 10/89/51 . 

0-8 hae now advised that the Civtltan Legal 
Pmrammnml Committee with ' 9 hteh subject 



\Q33octated * as now 


been abolished • 


For if our infornattonm 


1 JJ 

VRWthmbk 





OfttGfNAtr! 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 




TO 


tir. W. A. Bra 




date: January 28, 1952 


from : Mr. W. B. Wannall ' 

** 

SUBJECT: HAHUM A, 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


X 


PURPOSE' 




For record purposes. 


Nichols 

Belmont 


Subject is in the special section of the 
Security Index. We require a summary report on him from Hew York, 
the office of origin,, every six months. The last such summary 
report was dated June 5, 1951. The last regular typed investigative 
report from the Hew York Office was dated 10/ 23/51. 


On 12/12/51, we sent an 0-1 form to the Hew York 
Office asking when the summary report due 12/5/51 might he expected. 
We received a reply to this form on 1/3/52 to the effect that the 
summary report would he submitted l/ll/52. As of 1/22/52, the 
report had not been received at the Bureau. 

While discussing another matter telephonically with 
ASAC Whalen of the Hew York Office on 1/23/52, Mr. Hennrich was 
advised that the summary report on Bernstein was being mailed that 
evening to the Bureau. ) 


ACT 10 B 


Hone. The above is for record purposes. 


5 sf.rsf - ^ 


/ 



FD-122 

(1-2-61) 


STANDARD 


I # 

Office Memorandum • united states government 

Director, FBI (65-5913U) date-. March h, 19^2 


'A-f-rom : SAC, New York (65-1^301) 

j 

SUBJECT: NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
ESPIONAGE - IS 


CardU.T.D, 


It is recommended that a Security Index Card be prepared on the 
above-captioned individual. 

The Security Index Card on the captioned individual should be 
changed as follows* (Specify change only) 




NATIVE BOM NATURALIZED ALIEN 


COMMUNIST SOCIALIST WOKEHS PARTY INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE 


MISCELLANEOUS (Specify) 

TAB FOR DETCOM TAB FOR C0MSAB_ 

DATE OF BIRTH 


RACE SEX 


PLACE OF BIRTH 


BUSINESS ADDRESS (Show name of employing concern and address). 










NATURE OF INDUSTRY Ot£bUSINE® (Specify from Vital Facility ^^)^ ^ 
uj __ »- 

32. Sac O 

- . . . rr co sn_ 

sp/a Brest- 

tn 

RESIDENCE ADDRESS 

oj 

— «*$yust Avenue, 

near Boxwood lane 


* 

m 

V- 

H||rison, N.Y. 

. c ' />. V ^ 

</ 

io 

3= RECOft® * 48 ' 

K 

/ $0 

DES:mat 

^ SB 


j¥ 
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DETAILS: On November 26, 195l» Confidential Informart- 

| of known reliability, advised that 

NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his family had moved from their New York City \ 
residence to their new home in Harrison, New York.' 

Confidential Inf ormant | | of known reliability, advfaeri 

that nn voh nnaw n, 1952, NAHUM BERNSTEIN was contacted bv l J 

[the bi-monthly newspaper, "Israel Speaks" and 

’who has been very active in the affairs of Israel. On that 


occasion an arrnointmsnb 


lade with BERNSTEIN to mset with him 
jon the following Tuesday, This 1 


informant had previously advised that these four individuals wo 1 e 
very interested in the status of the publication "Israel Speaks" 
and it was believed by’ this informant that the proposed meeting 
was to take place to discuss the future of this publication, 


the united States from Israel, | 

of the Israeli Government attached to the Israeli Consulate in New 
York City, 

Confidential Informant ! l advised that pn November 10, 
1951, NAHUM BERNSTEIN was in contact with ARSON ; Jl^rtfJANSKT. He 
is identical with the Israeli attorney who, is ''Kan'dTihg'the legal 
affairs of the law firm SILVER Sc BERNSTEIN, in Israel. On 
March 31, 1950, the law firm of SILVER & BERNSTEIN sent out 
announcements to leading New York attorneys as follows: 


We announce the opening of an Israeli Office 
at 26 Rothschild Boulevard, Tel Aviv, Mr, 
Arnon R, Rojansky of the Israeli Bar is 
counsel in charge. 


mhp i nfmyngrvh advised that at the time NAHUM BERNSTEIN 

contacted! 1 a discussion ensued concerning a ttorneys in 

the United States representing foreign governments. | 
pointed out to BERNSTEIN that he had noticed an article in Look 
Magazine about foreign agents working for other -governments and 
specifically he stated this article referred to attorneys. This 
particular discussion..' wa3 not elaborated upon. 
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On the occasion of this contact BERNSTEIN told RO JANSKY 
that, he- had to go to the Israeli Consulate on Tuesday to pick up 
some papers as he stated he had finished work for the Israeli ■ 
Government and he wanted to finish up his accounts with theio* 

It was agreed that ROJMSKY and BERNSTEIN were to meet the" following 
Tuesday, It was noted on that date that ROJANSKY was visiting in 
the United States, 

On November 18, 1951* Confidential Informant ! l advised 
■ th at:.. NAHUM RERNSTEIN wa| in contact with an individual identified 
- 1 H | I 1 - — — a v .L i i w ii w . — aiiiiu r' .o.j.ng so txio -Liii orman L , 

that | b.~0n this occasion 

BERNSTEIN f si ladvised him that I L» 


I ~| advised BERNSTEIN that | lhad been in troubl e' -. 

for sending dynamite to Israel, BERNSTEIN advised i I 

I that if such a man were sending dynamite Israel he,- N&HTTM r . ^ 
should know him . A fter further discussion BERNSTEIN advised i I . ■ 

I I that | | is a fine fellow and that he knew 

him quite well* 

Confidential Informant ! ~| of known reliability, advised'- 
the following individuals and organizations were in contact with 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN on the dates indicated: 

(. 

Person or Organization in 
Contact with NAHUM BERNSTEIN 


War Department 
Washington, D„C„ 


Date ' 

10/19/51 


10/20/51 


10/20/51 


■Material for Israel 

750 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 


qO Exchange Place 
New York, New York 


NY 65-15301 
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Date 

10/24/51 

10/30/51 

11/8/51 

11/9/51 . 
11/16/51 
11/16/51' 
11/20/51 



Person or Organization In 
Contact With NAHUM BERNSTEIN 


-DAMJSWT- •* HBIR KE- - : •' 

' 37 ’./all Street 

New York, New York , ■ 


.^^nier ic an, Fr i end'S“”of ‘ 'Hebrew- Uni vers it y 
' 9 East o9th Street . .. T ,'Y- 

New York, New York T 


,^- >> £merican Palestine Trading Corporation 

. IT.'Yast' Trst'' Street • - - r ~ 

New York, New York 


Irnp ogt- S-xpor t Indus ± rl e s 
3CT Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 


^"American Israeli—Carporat ion 
1 Wall Street 
New York s Row York 


uov^rrpient of Israel Supply Mission 
"250 W® 3 1 57th Street 
New York, New York 
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Date 


Person or Organization In 
Contact With NAHUM BERNSTEIN 


11/20/51 


->TSung & Ruble am, .Inc ». 
2B5 Yiadi son Avenue 
New York, New York 


11/24/51 National Lawyers C-uild 

i(.0 Exchange Place . 

New York, New York 


11/24/51 


11/28/51 ---^sra el .Speaks., ~ Inc «. 

250' West 57th Street 
New York, New York 


12/4/51 


12/5/51 -'^'5’oreoran .Sc Kost.e.lanetz 

52 Nall Street 
New York, New York 


12/5/51 ‘ — -S>e.vernment of Israel 

250“ 'lo s t 57 til -Street 
New York, New York 


12/8/51 


Government of Israel Supply Mission 
250 Nest 57th Street 
New York, New York 



D 
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Data 


Person or Organization In 
Contact With NAHUM BERNSTEIN 


12 / 8/51 

12/13/51 


12 / 14/51 


12 / 17/51 


iTnner iAm__Is r a e 11, .Shi pgi ng, C ompany 
~27 William Street 
New York, New York 


'T.OO Herzl Street 
Tel Aviv, Israel 


Nati onal Lawyers • Guild. 
J4.O Exchange Place" 

New York, New York 


12 / 19/51 

12 / 24/51 

12/26/51 


--% , Sraeli. ..Consulate ... 
■ "II'"East 70th Street 
New York;, New York 


12 / 31/51 


Was 

SBJRn 


N.S. Department of Commerce 
Patent Office 
Washington, D.C. 
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Date 

W52 


1/17/52 


Person or Organization- In 
Contact With. NAHUM BERNSTEIN: 


■ ^■.Material E a r 'I n r. fl.a l, Inc ,' 
25^ West 57 th Street 
New York, New York. 


b7C 


1/18/52. 


Department of the Array, 
Washington Finance Office 
U .So Army 
Washington, D.Co 


1/2 2/5 2 ^<Tewi^h_^onc j For P ale at ine 

TS^East 66tHstreet 
New York, New York 


1/2 3/52 


1/28/52 


I I 

PS^aeTTurchasing Service. Inc, 

1 — L1 

New York, New York 
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Date 

1/29/52 

I/3I/52 

2/14/52 

2/14/52 

2/19/52 

2/19/52 


Person or Organization In 
Contact With NAHUM BERNSTEIN 


U. S. Treasury Department . 
Office of Collector of Internal 
Revenue, Customs House 
New York, New York 


G-overnment of Israel Supply Mission : . r 
250 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 


Szekely-Hof fman & Company.,. Limited 
100 He'rzl Street 
Tel Aviv, Israel 


-"•^Ysmartcraft Corp* 

21 ' ¥e at-^-3-5'th---S-tr.9 e t 
New York, New York"" 


^4^ftrama r International Corporation 
— HOft'West 57tE“'S't'reet" ’ 

New York, New York 


2/19/52 
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Person or Organization In 

Data Contact frith NAHUM - BERNSTEIN. 

2/2/52 ' 7 ' ; {±5 IfllLIB* FI 

^ 207 East 30th Street 

Mew York, New York 


2/28/52 ^^r a el_ S^e _aka_._ . 

25 0 west y/t Ii Stree.t. . 
New York, New York 


3/6/52 


Israeli Consulate 
11 East 70th Street 
Wa>j Yerk Mew York- 


P E 


N DING 



fa . A**® 
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ADMINISTRATIVE 


IDENTITY OF INFORMANTS 


b7D 


Mail cover on mail received by 
NAHUM BERNSTEIN at his business 
address, c/o SILVER & BERNSTEIN, 

20 Pine Street, New York, Hew York 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Copies of this report are being designated for the 
information of the Los Angeles and Washington Field’ Off ices because 
it is known that these offices are currently conducting an investiga- 
tion relative to Israeli activities* It is believed that information 
in this report may be of assistance to them in their investigation. 


LEADS 


NEW YORK 

At New York, New York 


Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM .BERNSTEIN 
in connection with Israeli activities 0 
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ADMINISTRATIVE (Con't.) 


REFERENCE 


Report of S 


4 


] 10/23/51, New York 


C : /\ 


11 



FEDekal BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

new YOR SECURITY MfOBMlMI ■ sj Mq- 

DATE WHEN PERIOD FOR WHICH MACE REPORT MADE BY. 

JUU 7952 1^,20; V10.22; I 


/ 1U y G.Kty'X/ IV.tlC, 


NAHOTTBERNSTEIN, was. 


ESPIONAGE. - IS 


isoffacts:^ 3^ # NAHUM BERNSTEIN moved residence to 

Jw J 355 Locust Avenue, Rye, NY. He is 5K 

»»( J "still a practicing attorney at - • ’yjV 

\ fffj 20 Pine Street, NYC. [On March 18 
\ &/& v and 20. 1952, subject was in contact \\2; 

vvyry r wit m I \\s& 

(K and discussed the merger., of ’* Israel = \ 

Speaks” with the "Jerusalem. Post" . - \ . . 

Previous meeting held in 1951 ® C V W * 

-concerning this merger, GERSHON 
' i / 4j?-3' VK AGRON, Editor of "Jerusalem Post" . 

*, -) 3 oC 

z&h j 


^ ft JhXu W 

Q 0 A O' J 


\ DETAILS; A-s- pre viously reported, confidential Informant 

■\ I pf known reliability, on September 6, 

1951, advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN told. an 
7, unidentified individual that he was interested in buying a 
;;house in Harrison, New Yprk. Subseauent to this date the , 
“subject advised another unidentified’ individual that he was,- 
seriously thinking of buying the former AMELIA ERHARDT * S 
in Harrison, New York. // 


/ On September <21, 1951, MAJQl^^^ilSTEIN, wife 
of NAHUM/BERNSTEIN, was i n conta ct with her husband according 
to Confidential I pformantl | On that occasion NAHUM B.ERNSTEIN 


(j) Bureau (65-5918^), ' 

1 Los Angeles (:£pf 6'/'X(65-50 J -8) 

1 Washington Field (Info*) 

3 New York (65-15301,) ,, 




PROPERTY OF FBI— THIS C0N£I0EN 

Tswim 


^^-cCSmunications industry, 

, y/O EMPLOYED ,p^ - 

‘ / (EMPL. b-ARD) 


b7C 
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advised his wife that he had signed a contract for the house 
and that everything was signed, sealed and delivered* 


On November 26, 1951* Confidential Informant^ 


advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his family had moved "from . 

^ their New York residence at 136 East 67th Street to their b7c 
new home in Harrison, New York, 


- )\ In December, 1951* Confidential Informant ! | of 

\ known reliability, advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN and his 
family resided at 355 Locust Avenue, Rye, New York, 

The Westchester County, New York, telephone directory 
for May, 1952 reflects a listing' for NAHUM’ BERNSTEIN, 355 Locust 
Avenue, Rye, New. York, telephone number Rye 7-0093 » 

Confidential Informant | | of known rel iability^ 

advised of a aSetln g held between NAHUM BERNSTEIN, | 

I Ion March 18, 1952, at whic h they rooic up 

the arrival of I [ suggested a 

meeting be hel d on March 25. prior bo rhe arrival [ I 

| 1 1 1 1ndicated the contemplated meeting was to discuss 

me merger of "Israel Speaks 11 with the "Jerusalem Post."| | 

^ Hor to advise of any details \ 


was unable to identify|_ 


1 


concerning this merger, 

f | Ifurther advised on March 20, 1952, of a meeting 
h^id at the home of NAHUM BERNSTEIN; which was attended by one 


]phonetic) and which meeting concerned the publicity 

business. I | was ^unable to further elaborate on the nature 
of this meeting. 

It is to be noted that in June, 1951* NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
was listed as Secretary of Israel Speaks, Inc., which 
corporation publishes the bimonthly publication known as 
"Israel Speaks." The May 23, 1952, Issue of "Israel Speaks" 
carries DAVID WAHL as Publisher. 




•tS'/PfT/p/i }£■ 'EMPLOYED BY /: 
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On April 4. 1952 r 




b7C 
b2 ' 


At this tlme | torepared \ 


~~lwas interviewed bv sas 
""Hat the New York' (Office. 


admitted he worked! 


_T 


narrative state ment In which; he- 

l ln London, England, 


During the course of this interview! |advised that 

in 19^7 he decided to come to New York City and to enlist in 
the servic e to as sist Palesti ne in its fight against the Arab 
countries . | ladvised that| Ithrough the 

assistance of an organization known as- "Service' Airways 11 he 
took off for Rflfng, Italy, and upon arr ival there! I 


I 


, known as I 

^Jthe - newspaper "Jerusalem . Post. ' ^formerly 
I the last 


known as the "Palestine Post," According to| 
he heard I 


P 


m According to Confidential Informant 

S mentionft^.>6n March 28. 1951.1 bias 



n 

in <?Q r 


previously 

cont act with 
|the Israeli 

% iGov^ftnnrgnt to'"the United States, at which time they were 

ussing the questi on of t he merger of “"Israel Speaks" and 
"Jerusalem Post. 11 1~ ladvised that there was another - 
^indicating that ! b he 

st" , was in New York and that he was talking to 

\ a leader in the Israeli movement in the New ($ 

York area, concerning the question of the two publications 


C 


^indicated that he had lunchpml 


the 


short time before and that he had informed 

facts were and pointed out that particularly with respect to 
financing the matter, the merger woul d require m ore financing 
than t he present situation calls for ,» I _ [ according to 

| raised the question whether! , I wm^ ld be willing 

to go to Je rusalem handle the weekly. | [indicated that 

he had told | | that there wasn’t any basis for discussing 

these matters in the vague context which had existed for the 
past two years and still exists. 

Aapording to| |on April 4, 1951, \, 

phe Israeli supply Mission in N^w ^ork' C i t y; ~'^^(^9 
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contacted | l and volunteered the Information that 

he thought "Israel Speaks" was a much b etter name for_a_ 

newspaper than "Jerusalem post."[ | Indicated that] 

was here, meaning in the United States . and wanted cooperation^ 

in running the "Jerusalem Post {ST)/Uj 

Confidential Informant I I of known reliability, 
advised that the following individuals and organizations were 
in contact with NAHUM BERNSTEIN on the dates indicated: 


Date - 

March 10, 1952 
March 10, 1952 
March 13, 1952 

March l4, 1952 
March 14, 1952 
March 14, 1952 
March 17, 1952 


Person or Organization in Contact with Bernstein 

p? — 

z ik^y-lLoff man^-aD d^.ompany ,_j^d.__ 

Jabotlnski Street 
Ramat Gan, Israel 


Congress of the United States 
Committee of Foreign Affairs 
House of Representatives 
Washingtpn, D. C. 



Bonneborn _Eons^ Inc c 
Fourth Avenue 
New YorJe^lO, New York 

Thp^Nation Associates 
20 Xesey Street 
New York 7, New York 


b7C 


b2 
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Date . 


Person or Organization In Contact with Bernstein 


March 18, 1952 


March 18, 1952 


March 24, 1952 


March 27, 1952 


April 2, 1952 • 


April 10, 1952 


Irving Trust Company 
1 Wall Street 
Nej^York, New York 

^aterlal_Xojc_.Ispae.l, Inc. 
250 West 57th Street 
New York, New York 

< Fre e Sons for Israel Post 
252' West 92‘ha" Street ~~ 
N ew Yorjfr, New York 


NAACF 

20 West 40th Street 
New York 18, New York 

Hanover Bank 
Box 33, C. S. Sta. 

New York 15, New York 

Self-Selective Parcel Service, Inc. 
250 West 57th Street 
Nejj York, New York 


N eyj 

April 11, 1952 yuoraoran-Koc'telanetz 
' 52 wall strcot 
New York, New York 


April 11, 1952 


April 24, 1952 


National Lawyers Guild 
40 Exchange Place 
New York, New York 

Gadsby Fabrics 
Empire State Building 
New York, New York 


- 5 - 




NY 65-15301 



April 3 0, 1952 Intercontinental Airways 
Gate 125 

Lockheed Air Terminal 
Burbank, California 


May 1, 1952 National Civil Service League 

° 120 East 29th street 
New York, New York 

May 2, 1952 Civil Service Reform Association 

120 East 29th Street 
New York, New York 


May 7, 1952 
May 8, 1952 
May 9 , 1952 
May 9 , 1952 
May 19, 1952 


.Government of Israel Supply Mission 
250 west 57 th Street 
New York, New York 


‘Common Council for American Unity 
20 West Fourth Street. 

New York, New York 

Trans Caribbean 
160 Central Park South 
■ New York, New York 

, Z , 
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Identity 
of Source 




ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 



Date of Activity 
or Description 
of Information 

Agent Who 

Date Received 

Received Information 

9/6/51 

9/6/51 

November, 1951 

November. Sfll 



1951 | 


3/18/52 

5/20/p2 .. 

March, 1952 

3/18/52 

3/20/52JV^lV3 
Various SA 



File 
No.' and 
Location 


Mail cover to May, 1952 
placed on 
subject's 
place of 

business, -b' 

20 Pine b: 

Street, New 
York City 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Copies of this report are being designated for the 
Information of the Los Angeles and Washington Field Offices 
because it Is known that these offices are currently conducting 
an investigation relative to Israeli activities. , It is believed 
that information in thisl?report may be of interest to them in 
conducting their investigations. 
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At New York, New York 

Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN in connection with Israeli activities „ 
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AX.-L INFORMATION 




SAC, few York (65-15301) 

^.^I&reotor, FBI (uJ-59184) 

BABDM SKRMSTRIW, mas. 
BSPIOIIAfflR . Jg; 



fens 19, 1952 


Herep SA I I dated 3-16-52, at 

Mow York City. 1 1 

Cb Pag* 3 of r*r*p it was reported that aa the rasult 
of a Bail covar maintained on subject's office, it vaa lffe-ned that 
Bernatain had received a communication from tha War Department, 
Washington, D. C., on Ootobar 19, 1951. On Pag* 7 of rarap tfeia 
aana aouro* reflected that he received another coaiaunication on 
January IB, 1952, from the Department of the Army, Washington Finance 
Office, U, S. Army, Washington, D. c. 

Upon receipt of rarap, inquiries mart instituted 
via liaison channels in an effort to determine tha reason for tha 
correspondence from the Department at the Army to Bernstein* The 
Bureau has now bean advised that a csltek of the Army ft leon Ber nstein 
has revealed no record of the contaoi# described above, fl I 


Tha infamation reoalvad from tha Army, aa sat forth 
heretofore, was classified Security Information - Confidential. 

In the event It is utilised ia an investigative report or other 
communication prop af$d for dissemination outside the Bureau, it 
shouldtap suitably paraphrased. 
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Office Memmmdum 


A. Braniga^/ _ / - 
E. Wannall 
HUjA A .^ERNSTS] 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


’date: June 16, 1952 


[STEIN . 

;s ciA'issfier! av 

For record purposes. 


s pj/srr/Bt^ 


On 10-3-51 we received | | 

information indicating that the 201 file maintained on subject while 
^ he was in the Army had contained information to the effect that ^ 

/ Kfflftl^in format ion was in the 201 file in a memorandum signed 

by one | | The Bureau located l l and 

on 11-5-51 interviewed him regarding this matter. He had no recollection 
thereof stating that any material relating thereto would appear in Army 
files . 

On 12-5-51, we prepared a blind memorandum to this effect 
which was delivered to G-2 and in which we requested that Agency to 
endeavor to develop additional material from its files on Bernstein's 
alleged Communist connections. 

This matter has bee n followed personal ly by writer P I 

[Contacts were had| |on February 7, 

February 26, April 3, May 5, and June 11, 1952. ^ 

I | referred the inquiry to a G-2 Field Office 

and received a reply which was negative in nature. He referred it 
back to the Field and as of 6-11-52 advised writer that he has still 
received no results. He is of the opinion that the file material re- 
lating to Bernstein may have been destroyed. 

Writer will continue following this matter with Major 




tf/a 

Z ¥ ‘ 

j^'MEKIRDED - 1 
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, ST*&«RD FORM NO. W 

’ 'Office Mmo%dum • 

g 

▼ 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

to j W. A. Branigan\^ 

/ \H W / 

DATE: June 17, 1952 

j from : v. R. Wannall 

..n$ “'ll-- 

SUBJECT: HAHOm" BERNSTEIN 
ESPIONAGE - IS 

<■ ‘r ’ "... ' Romu 

Tracy 

Harbo 

Btlnont 

This memorandum has been prepared as 
a matter of record and in order that the attached 
search slips of captioned subject may be made a part ^ — 

of the main file. The search slips cover the review of — 

all see references on the subject for the period January, 

1950, to May 22, 1952. 

WRW:rd , fV 

E'iPj:: iiJ is fJJCUSS I FI5D ! 

instj ' ft- 

8EG0RDED-9E 

\ -If 
\ 

\ 

l ■ ' 

sht-ii’g 

— *\ 



















SERVICE UNIT 
SEARCH JSIrIP 


Supervisor 


Room. 
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Office Memorandum • 


to : A. H. BeQioXt 

FROM ■. W. A. Bran\gan[\^ 

SUBJECT: NAHIM BERNSTEIN, was . 
^ . ESPIONAGE - IS 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE: July 7, 1952 


'wsW-?? 


Bernstein is considered to be ongof the primary/ -' ^ 

subjects in our investiga tion regardin g I s ) 

this country. His name is J 
included in the Special'Section of the Security Index. 
Dissemination of reports in the past has been made on only 
two occasions on a selective basis and for a particular reason. 
To recommend that two summary reports and two regular investi- 
gative reports which set forth all pertinent information re- 
garding our investigation of Bernstein from an espionage stand- 
point be disseminated at this time to Assistant Attorney General 

.Tames if. Mclnernev of the Criminal Division, \ 

\bhe State^Department . \ \c r =^~nrrm 

| 1 ^ LJ pro recom- 

]“ "mend that future' - reports in this case be given the s~ame ( 

dissemination. To have o ur Liai son Unit deliver the copies of 
the reports personally toj ^ j 

BASIS FOR INVESTIGATION: . P 


UNRECORDED COPY FILED IN I 







bl 



PAST DISSEMINATION IN THIS CASE : 


Since the inception of this investigation , reports 
have been submitted by the field on a regular basis . <Z)is- 
semination has not been given to these reports regularly 


because it was aetermmea tnat aissemmavion snouia 
nvi ve mwe pending the outcome of our investigation of the 
espionage allegations against Bernstein. In two instances , 
which are described fully below , reports were disseminated 
for a particular reason and on a selective basis. 

NEUTRALITY ACT -CONSPIRACY VIOLATION 

On July 28, 1950 , our Los Angeles Office submitted a 
report concerning a Neutrality Act-Conspiracy violation arising 
as a result of Bernstein’s testimony as a defense witness in 
the trial of the case ’’ United States vs Schwimmer, et al” 
involving the illegal shipment of military aircraft to Israel, 
luring this trials Bernstein testified in effect that he had 
furnished the money and directed the defendents in the purchase 
of this material and in essence stated that he was responsible 
for the actions of the defendents . The AUSA in Los Angeles 
declined prosecution of Bernstein in his district inasmuch as 
there was no overt action committed by Bernstein there. He 
stated , however, that had he known of Bernstein’s involvement 
in the case at the outset , he would have included him in the 
indictment and suggested that consideration be given to in- 
dicting Bernstein in the appropriate Federal District. 

(65-59184-8) 


/ 
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We referred a copy of our Los Angeles report to the 
department for an opinion and were advised by AAC Mclnerney 
on September 18, 1950 , ”in view o,f the conclusion of the 
Schwimmer and related cases involving these matters, it does 
not appear advisable to reopen any aspect of these cases.” 
Therefore, this phase of the case against Bernstein was closed 
on October 11, 1950. ( 65-59184-14 ) 

bl 

EMPLOYMENT BY THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY : b7( 

In September, 1951, the Department of the Army submitted 
for regular processin g bv the Bureau two lovaltv forms indi- 
cating that Bernstein 1 

were appointed on May 16, 1951, to positions as Consultants, 
Office Secretary of the Army. (65-59184-74) 


| | It was further pointed out that on July 23. 1951 ^~ 

individual memoranda were submitted \ \ fc J 

|: recommending that dissemination in these oqses not 
'bp. made t.n the Criminal — T)i.n i s inn since our investi gatlcn of 

(\ | I was continuing and dissemination 

) at that time might prejudice our over-all future investigations 
in this field . For the same reason, it was recommended that 
dissemination in the Bernstein case not be made to the Criminal 
Division at that time. However, it was pointed out that be- 
cause of Bernstein’s connections with the Department of the Arm.n . 
it would be particularly beneficial to \ 

| G-2, Department of the Army, if we wouia maKe available to 
him a copy of a summary report which had been submitted in this 
case by our New York Office on June 5, 1951 . As a result, it 
was determined at that time not to disseminate in the Bernstein 
case to the Criminal Division but to make a coon of the June 5, 
1951, summary report available\ (on a strictly 

confidential basis with the stipulation that it be maintained 
under his personal control. (65-59184-7?) 



SECURITY INDEX DATA: 


On September 19, 1950, our New York Office recommended 
the preparation of a Security Index card on Bernstein based upon 
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bl 

b7C 


bl 


* (f 

: after 


f) 


the all egation connecting him with\ , , 

I New York recommended that after preparation, the Security 
maex~ card be placed in the Special Section (Espionage ) of the 
Index . She card was prepared for the Special Section on 
November 25, 1950 , and is still maintained therein . ( 65-59184-15 ) 


The summary report dated June 5, 1951, prepared by our 
New York Office, was submitted in accordance with the Bureau 
requirement that a summary report be prepared periodically on 
Security Index subjects in the Special Section. This particular 
summary report contains information showing the predication for 
our investigation of Bernstein as well as pertinent investigative 
results as of the time the report was prepared. ( 65-59184-58 ) 


The New York Office submitted a second summary report in 
this case on January 24, 1952, bringing the investigation up to date. 
Since that time, two additional regular investigative reports 
have been submitted by our New York Office, one dated March 18, 
1952, and the other dated June 3, 1952. ( 65-59184-92 , 95, & 96) 


A total of 15 regular investigative reports, in addition 
to the ones mentioned hereto fore , have been received in this case. 
However, all pertinent information regarding our investigation of 
Bernstein is included in the two summary reports heretofore des- 
cribed and the investigative reports dated March 18 and June 3, 
1952 . 


RECONSIDERATION OF THE QUESTION OF DISSEMINATION: 



caJJ further that itr disseminating reports in 

our cases involving I who have been investigated, 

certain precautionary measures have been taken to prev ent insof ar 
■ as nnssihle the nnm.nrnm.ise of mi.r . investigation of thq | Ps') 

I I These precautionary measures ' 

have consisted of classifying each report ,f Security Inform ation - 
Secret u and deliver ing the reports via l iaison channels to I 
I the State Depar tment. \ 

G—z ana\ ~ | In making dissemination to the 


TT 
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Criminal Division , Department of Justice, we have sent the 
reports by memoranda to AAG James M. Mclnerney and have re- 
quested in the memoranda that the Bureau be advised prior to 
the institution of any action with respect to the subjects of 
the memoranda and the individuals who have come under investi- 
gation. It is felt that similar precautionary measures should 
be taken in disseminating the reports covering our investi gation 
of Bernstein. 

ACTION : 


If it meets with your approval , dissemination will now be 
made in this case, in accordance with the procedure outlined 
above, to the State Department, CIA, G-2 and the Criminal Division 
To accomplish this dissemination, the following reports will be 
distributed: 


Summary report of SA 

1951 , at New York City. 

Summary report of SA 

1952, at New York City. 

Regular report of SA 
1952, at New York City. 

Regular report of SA 
at New York City. 


dated June 5, 
dated January 24, 
dated March 18, 
Ido ted June 3, 1952, 


A copy of each of the above-described reports has 
prepared for deliver y via liaison channels personally to 
] ^ I The necessary letters of transmitta. 


cl a 
to I 


<,1 en- 


ch of the renn rts have been prepar ed addressed 
ybhe State Department 


j? -2. Department of the Army; and AAG James M. 

Mclnerney of the Criminal Division, Department of Justice. 


Future investigative reports received in this case will 
be disseminated upon receipt in accordance with these same 
procedures . The field is being advised to classify all future 
reports in this case not less than "Security Information - Secret. 





UX. T5TOEM. 



Attenttont Ur* ?. Aehtllee Polyeotdea . j . 

Rireetor , Special Projects Stef/. } ^ / ' .A 

TTcur John Edgar Hoover* Mroetcr f )' ■ oy \c 

Fader Bureau of Invoetigation ^ /j \ 

subjnti UABmismvsTsn, m>. ^ ' 

ir smwtm-u / 


Reference is »«d 
ch 20. 1952 . cavtionedh 



e earn, a 

a ceps’ of a eummaru report prepared by Spootal Agent 
|u*»4*r date of February 8, 1952, at Waehingte 

• ; wft %<tn were set forth our inveettgatioe reeulte I* M#/l I 

c>I» reviewing this report , you will note that our investigation in ' ~v7 
thto matter of necessity included an inquiry regarding the actio i~ [ y . 
tteo of Wahmn a* Remote in, a lawyer with efficee at mo Pine Streep^ 
Haw 

order Mat you may have the benefit of the reeulte of 
■our inoeeti gotten regarding Bornoteio, I cm enclosing for gear 
tnfomatten one copy of each of the fell owing report Vi 

V 4& 5 j ' 

•/ Special Agettm dated June 5, 

1951, at ro&’&VrB City* t 

Report of Spec to* -Agont dated January 

id, 195*t at rev Tort G*#** h S 

Report of gam ial Agent dated ucroh 1 c 

I®, i&*» at few VorWYtty. Vs\ - ~ 

* r Report of special Agent voted 'jung&3^ u 

1952, at We* York City* ■ J — -V- A/ -/ / A' J ^ l 

Attachment , JUL^SW* V 

«C 7d^5QrooY; 3SCunlTT itroRHjCnoM -Ipf/xastT /-? ;$L 

VRWtVee x ,r' ^ pi .3 . / . v ’ - V'ifet , 1 . 




tk0 ettaohmeate ere /Or gemr menfidential info ration 
and should net be diaeeni noted outeide your Depart***** Stnee 
our tnetOti fatten in Mi* ease and p*X«*#d a«ttar* i* tsntinu **9> 
it io rO fmeeted t/ia* di*s*iiina tia* wittin your t>* 

r** tri|r*«d to those e/fictale requiring the information in the 
performance of their duties in order that our /Wither inquiries 
nay net be jeopardised* 



i 



4 


4-528 







jttip * 952 


> : ZJopcr #,p tnt ><rnj/ c : 

Pentopo* 

reoMnpfon #«, />• r. bl 

b7C 

Promt John Sdgur Poever, Pi rooter 

/Orferoi Moreau of JnvoOti go tion 

Sublet: //^7W 2MHPT£IK, WOO* ChutfM ^ « 

gPplMAQK - !.<? - 


Safer once it nocf 
Ifqrcft ^0. 2 952. eanMonoffl 


XlWAIS® 

■•' iFisa 


the same 

^“d >j® »f a »u»>aarw rater* praporeTT hu . oeeioJ Agtn\ 

by=lr?;vl | under dote of February 8 , .2S.5#, at Oashingi 

'GK k c ,? i t eft »or<? oot forth our investigative result* In th< 

^ ^Sj /h pooio wing tht* report, you Kill no to that ear tnuol 
t$or of necessity included on inquiry regarding 


S <~J this mmttor of neoeseity included on inquiry regarding the aotivt- 
o ties of Wa*am-Jk&3*m *tein } o Jaeyor »<#n office e at 20 Pine Street 
209 Tor * City* 

rot* teiii recall that im September^ I2hl t tar Lioisoo 
representative discussed »tt% you certain information tshifk JUuf l 
cone to this Bureau's attention indicating mat Etahun Per no tot* 

~_j had been fMeinttd 

ciTl/ay~IeJ~0!rr^~SF~pooTWTonrTT17oJr3uJ^^tM 0 Office ^Secretory 
of the Any* At thMt etmo cur Liaiaoie. representative turned over 

t m* for your ronrid ontial info nation a copy Of o report pro- 
mt by Sped. -a A con 1 1 I of the ?*m Tori ,\... ice 

Obi* Burcc' on June 6, X0 &* ' This report set forth the baste 
n Which c:-r im9**iffatton Of Borns to to oao predtmted os vrH 
•• developments that cue* throughjtop 21, 29S1. yr 


which err imo^otffation Of Borns to to tmo predtmte cf os 
velopments & that oase through Mop 21, 1&C1* ^ 

3 KWM 0 - 5 # /^. --i/f? - t? ) . 


Attachment 


. VityfTVO . 

'«(> M 211 ? 


<*f$- 

mCtrr ixrcmuATioi/ 


J* m 




Tn erdt*r that you may kmee the benefit of th* nor* 
recent develapment* In this cate, I •» enclosing for your in- 
ferno t ion 0m* copy of each of tk* fallowing tneeotigattve repertet 


Report of Special Agent \ 

January 94 , 1 952 , at veto T*rk ct tv 
Report of pedal Agent\ 
ifareh 10 , 1952 , at !few York City, r 
Revert of Special Agent I 
3 , 1953 , at tie is York City, 

The attachments ar<? for your oenfidential information 
and should not he disoentncied outside year Department* Since 
our investigation in this case and related natters io continuing , 
it is requested that dissemination mi thin your Department be 
reetricted to those officials requiring the information in the 
performance of their duties in order that eur further inqutrte * 
may not he Jeopardized, 


Jdat#d 


I dated 


~^\datec f fun* 




/ 


4 rir is rant/, non £ 

.... _J Ticllor - Mr * Beiaw 


Asotstimt Attorney Oeneml 
«Ta*»f Memo meg 

Dtp** tor, FBI 


& 


a arum a arms trim, 

EUPIOXABE - I£ 


bl 

b7C 



Reference i* »aae ♦». mu an maun i oat inn tin uou 
March 20* 1QS2- caa^kAMUfail 



\ At the earn* time. J f*r~ 

in ayri*d n conn a f a muulu icry r*port~pr spend by Spatial AgOUt 

funder date of February 6, 1952, at Washington} 


D * cu. in which wor e set forth our investigative result* in 
I In reviewing thte report, you will iwC# 
Ma t our mute vigcyu ion in this natter of necessity included 
an inquiry regarding the activities of Jfakum A* Bernstein, a 
lawyer with office * at BO Pine street , New T*rk City, 

You will recall that this Bureau hQi' previously been i» r i 
contact with you/ regarding captioned subject in the ease «wj>V 
■ toned " Nahum J in i _ * 1 ‘ et Ji *V Aot^Sfmepiracy," On N 

uly 26, I960, the Lea Angeles Office of tj^* Bissau prepared 


contac t witn you/ regarding aaptionea muojece sn came ooj 

tioned " Nahum ® m ' A tymn 1 it y Aot*Sfm»piracy," On 

~ ly 26, I960, the Lea Angeles Off tee of tM i Bureau prepa 
_ report setting forth tnforuatton reaeivew as my* result 
oj Bernstein's testimony as a defense witness durwEg the trtaf 
of the case n United states vs Schvsi&ner, et aJ»" This epee 
involves the illegal shipment of military aircraft t* Israel* ; 
Bernstein Uettfted in offset that he had furnished the uoney 
and directed the defendants t» the purchase of this matertal 
an 4 in es sense stated that he tone responeible for the aetiene 
ef the defen dents* By memorandum dated September 18, 1950, 
you indicated that i a wiew tfthe eonelueien ef the Sekwtnner 
andpSlated cases MBt*2ving tWtqe matters, it did not appear 
ofrtimkle to reopH^pv aspect Off the s* ^ 

Referring to our "mprent invesit^ttoif~^f^2eSrnstetn in 
connection with the esp iona ge allegations, TOg* enclosing 
herewith am topy ef eaeh of the fell owing investigative re- 
ports eetiing forth the results,*/ p ur in quiries through 
JUae 2, 1953 1 not RECORDED 


Report of Soectal Agent 
1951, at Hew York City* 

Report of Speetal Agont 
£4, 1959, at Mow York City « 


"tfnted Juno s, 
fated January 



duplicate 


WRWrrooy< f f' SECURITY IM FORM ATI ON - s Sj*F SECRET 

_ 4& JUL 231952 


:lial FILED m 






Tou cr# requested to ado is* thjm Bureau ^ied^to 
instituting any action with reepeat to -Vafiwn Wmmatet^ 


% 




SECURITY IN FORKATI' 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



This case originated a 


8AV52 ; &M& 17 


f 


O 


NAHUM BARN STEIN , was. 


F" 

& 


a 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 




ie-7. 




)gJL^ 


NAHUM . - a. STEIN still maintains 
residence at 3t>5 .Locust Avenue, 
Rye, i’lY and still maintains law 

3 tice at 20 Pine Street, NYC. 
advised he is acquainted with 
STEIN but aas no knowledge 
of Intellig ence operations by 
BERNSTEIN. | | believes contact 
v.ith Department of the Army con- 
cerns EERNSlEIN r S position as 
Consultant to Office of Secretary 
of th^; Army. Other contacts of 
BiRNSjjpEIN set out. 




7 > I 

o ./z- # y /#,/ § 

l V>^»J 0jj. . 

t>-\r - p - ... 

~ s /- y ~ v 

DLTAIjlS: - i:/i;v ^0onf ident ial Inforxuan.t J~ I of known 

reliability, advised tin | NAHUM BLhNbTEIN 
still maintains residencj at 33;> nocust 
Avenue, Rye, Raw York. he is still a practicing attorney at 
20 Pine Street, New York City, and maintains office space k 
there, Ifc 


COPY IN PIL 



5 - Bureau (63-531814-) " _ 

<s^T - Los Angeles (65-3014.3) ( Info) 


L REPORT AND ITS CONTENTS ARE LOANED TO TOC BY THE FBI AND ARE NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF 

SECURITY I y ‘l"'o -l N - SBC HE..T 







( j . V I 1 

Confidentika. lnrorra&rit | |of known reliability, ' 

advised that on October 19, 1951, NAHUM BERNSTEIN was in 
receipt of a communicat ion f rom the United States War Depart- 
ment, Washington, D.C. | | also advised that on January 18, 

19 52 BERNSTEIN receivedTTTTbinraunication from the Department 
of Army, Washington Finance Office, United States Amy, bl 

Washington, D.C. b2 

Confidential Informant | | another government r b7 

agency which maintains personnel nxes, advised that the : i 

Department of Amy, Washington, D.C., had no record of contact/ 
with the sub je*i» 

I Stated, 'iJMlweyor, that the communication of 

October 19, 1951 may havk referred to BERNSTEIN'S termination 
of his ppsitlon as a Consultant to the Civilian Legal' Personnel 
Committee, Office of the Secretary of the Army* f 

I also stated that BERNSTEIN'S contact Jlth the 
Washington Finance Office on January 18, 1952 may have 
concerned the payment of fees due to BERNSTEIN resulting 
from his service as a Consultant to this committee. 

[previously mentioned, advised that t^e 
subject was in contact with numerous persons and or|h»- 
izations at his business address, Pine Street, Nell York 
City, during the month* June and Ju%, 1952. ^ 


Person Or Organization contacted 


June 6 , 1952 


Juh» 6, 1952 


Knltramar. Instgl 

^200 West 5V 5® 
New York City ' 

Lawyers Club 
115 Broadway 
New York City 


££S^&iP n 
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NY 65-15301 ; fe ,i 
Date 

June 6, 1952 
June 6, 19^2 
June 6, 1952 
June 12, 1952 
June 12, 1952 

June 1U, 1952 

June 18, 1952 
June 19, 1952 

J^ie 21, 1952 
JxXti Q > X 922 


Person Or Organization Contacted 

' terlal For Israel 
250 'west y/ i?Weet 
New York, New York 



Government of ’-isreobl -p' 

Division of Supplies 
250 .J&'&t 57 Street 
New Yjprk, New York 

Civil Service Reform Association 

120 East 29 Street 

New York city Y 

Department of Justice ; 

Washington, D.C. f 

. ence juBre Pour na Palestine 

epairB 

Bureau Pcur h'Europe p 

,.3t j’Afrique d£ lord 
'83 Av. De ua Grande Hume ' ■*:. 

Paris 16, Prance 






Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 


e«L££gs 

ark Ave 


jl[ Park, Avenue 
New York, New York 





NY 65-15301 


ADMINISTRATIVE 


INFORMANTS 

Identity Dace of 

of activity and 

Source Description 

July, 1952 


1942-1949 

s ) 


Date 

Received 


7/2.V42 


7/17/52 


Mail cover June , July 

maintained 1952 

on address 

of NAHUM 

B'" r "aSTE ih 

at 20 Pine 

Street, 

i: w York City 


Dtpax tinehU — 
of the Army, 
bashing ten, 
D t C.j as 
per Bureau 
letter to 
NY, 6 /i9/52 

MlS^EhnANBCJS 


10/19/51 

1/18/52 


Various 

Dates 


bl 

b7C 

b2 

b7D 


Unknown 


Agent To 

.vhom File Number- 

Furnished -ne re located 




Ins tant 
report 



1 - 


65 - 15150-88 


1 


] 



Ins tant 
report 


Unknown Instant 

file 



This report is being classified "Secret” as 
per- ; ureau instructions as set out in Bureau letter dated 
7/7/52 advising that all reports in this case will bear 
a classification not less than "Security Information - 
Secret^ 





NY 6S-15301 


IN I STRATI VS |#ont'd.) 

HXSCELLAI^fors (Coni 1 d. ) 

A copy of this report is being designated for 
information of the Los Angeles Office because it is known 
that this office Is currently conducting an. i nvestigation (O 
relative tc | It Is believed ' 

that information In this report may be of interest to them 
in conducting their investigations. 


At New York, New York 


Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 
Spfi^STEIN in connection with Israeli activities. 

f Will attempt to further identify Bank Leumi Le- 

20 Pine Street, New York City, from whom BERNSTEIN 
received correspondence on July 22, 1952. 

‘ A^ REFERENCE 

\ 4/ / ' Bureau lette r to New York. 6/19/5 2. 

_/ Report of SAJ l7/2 8/52.^New York 

captioned \ 
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ACHOKi 

Ths abova is far year information and for record purposes. 



ORIGINAL COPY flLED IN 



m. a. 












fi.cn ok t 


Ih* above is lot y our inf or wit ion «pl for r*«ond pg^OMa. 



FILED ii 





•> 

FEk ^rf<AL BUREAU OF 


«3®. 


liAITU^i JERj. 1 iTbltf, was 


CLV^lFlEDBYSaBtfl 
DECLASSIFY ON; 232 


PIOUAG^ - IS 


SY^PSIS OFFACTBl 


l:i new York City .in connection with exposition 
"Conquest of iJae Desert" to be presented in ^ 

Tgno a1 1 I P J 

| BliRlISTEIH in contact with 
L | weil jrnown Los Angeles Attorney 

Jflyirl communist Pa rty memoer. Subject contacted 
' | on 10/1^/52. bank Louivd Le 
el is nat ional Sank of Israel represented i n 





DETAILS: In ITovember 19pl Confidential Informant! I of 

known reliability, advised that aA it 01.' h^ki^0GAl;31C 
s is an Israeli attorney respresenting the^law 

fina o.? Silver and ne .-■stein. On ^arch 31, 195>0 the law_firr=i of 
Silver and herns to in sent out announcements to leading 2:ew York 
attornoys as follows: 

r >) 'J "Je announce the opening of a/. Israeli office at 

+*' : k J 26 Rothschild boulevard, gel Aviv. rt. 

*( - - s A iiOSAiJSKY of the Israeli bc-jp ia counsel in charge 



I tt, —ry^f/: 

PiiTtVA'llflaTi 



FBF-TH.8 COHFtDEiliAl 4EFQfT Afjb, It8 CONTENTS A8E LOANED TO YOU BY THE F8. A.D ABE HOT TO « DHmrtWiTE0.0UT8.DE 
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* 


4 


confidential Informant] | of known reliability, 
advised t.bat f connected in New York with an 

organization! |i _ land that this 

was an exposition* They intended to complete plans for the 
expositions to take place in Israel in the Spring of 1953* 



2 
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Pate 



5 

Pis 

rson or Orjj&Eiizatlo 

August 1, 

19#;:?' 

/ 

't 

'^S^teriaprfor Isra 
'25° 57 Stree; 

August 20, 

, 1552 


’''t^stex Parcels Inc 
36i£&st 57 Street 
Ifew .-York. City . 

Sept ember 

10, 

1952 



September 

10, 

1952 





b7C 



September 

13, 

1952 


Xjb'apal House 
17 hast ,71. Street 
How York ,C4|5 k|. 

September.. 

13, 

1952 


"^hational liters ■ 
I.lO .-.uchangdlfiace 
Hhw York city 

September 

16, 

1952 



September 

22, 

1952 

i 


Septemb er 

22, 

1952 




^ ■ £"■ r : — : =i ^ 

| i: Cone 3 ? | 'the following $ 

•npted: 

9. Be.;' ore the Blouse Corsmitteo on Un-American . 

sub-Uoinn l otee Hearing at L os Angles, California, on ; 
19, 195 H I a writer for 1 ' "the ."motion p 

dustry and an admitted Communist Party member during 






vn -rro£ T* .T'V-n jr?? t, j x,ox, janaej ~nc* 


ii Ds .ci ^cVso:: o'~r '^KBFT ss’.woi; ooupacpeg 



1936-43 a dtffc&Vcf 
?° J hiM fc o Have- bean-' 

m some capacity. - the 

advised t hat | fvW^L-^l P 1 - fcnotfi' reliafeii 

y&t la^ , r — 1 Liras' ^hr-—-- J -' 


advised in Septfi-.h^L 1 ^^^! , I °f Knowh- r&HrfK*-^.- 
September 25,- 1952 < , v ‘ : |— — ■ .Action. 


October 9 , 1952 
October 9, 1952 
October 9, I952 
October 10, 1952 
October 10, 19-'2 
October 1C, I952 


BTational Lasers* 
W^ohfnge liaise™'' ' ■'. 
'*»« tori; S. -WWiJ. . 




' , ^4i l rui 

760 


»ucker an^ Boston 

760. Z4veauV - 
ye » 1^19, . 


>^nmon Cqy^ . 

Am erica n ’Un£t5~' 

New iClaat ^orfc ^ 


b7C 

b2 


PI 

! £ 


w^v T JRITY la 
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I'TY 65-1.301. 

Con:, identia.1 Informa; t[" 

advised shat ;he Con voon Council for. Ai . j 
L|. 0 Street, Ucvr.York 10, -New York, furnished a printed cir- 
cular dated Januar 7 -, 1947 to ^ronx County Co.- mini s’ t x*f?c;r 
Headquarters if This circular was entitled: "?~ace is a ;oo 
that is up to you and me.' 1 The circular urged chat a fin- 
ancial dphtributicn be rn.de to the above iv.entionea council 
and also> reflected the ' folio-. -zing material: !l As you have 
matched, the peace confer nee at’ Haris, the struggle over 
Trieste, and war in 1 . China, even the United ations i-t 
flushing ueadow, you have probably uonderc:- whether after 
all mankinu will succeed in breaking out of the age-old ' 
pattern 03 war. . . .God knows whether we shall be in time, but 
the .de'sparate qrgency i t.uuinc. is ,'acing wakes it the more 
necessary to do all we cm.... to strengthen and support thc- 
forces working for. a free world." 



leric&A Unify, 20 host 


bl 

b7C 

b2 

b7D 


Confidential Informant | | of known reliability, 

advised that the Co:w .on Council for American Unity, jfurniahed 
a circular letter tc the headquarters of the Interactional 
■Workers Order. this letter extended an invitation'lbo the 
Council's “l-iembers r.nci JFr lends to at tend a seriee$ of United 
nations ov cnings so UeyheTd every Saturday -eov monoing Junu*y 
ary Id at 3:30 p.: • .;. t ; *33 

Literature disseminated by «i's organisation reveals it 
ires incorpo^at ad a.*r ^. non-profit orgaKLsat ion in 191 1 to assist 
lire, i grant c and for&igh born to adjust! thesis elves to the American 
way of life . 



bl 
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HISCKT.T.AiTBOUS 


ADIixIIISTRATIVE PAG 



. This report is being classified u Soenpt M as 
Bureau, instruct ions ete set out in Bdreau letter, dated 
July. 7;^ 1952 advising that all reports in thia ; ' case will 
bear.'.a classification not less than “Security Inf onaat^on - 
Secret “ . 

#./ v . ' •• •" , ' 

A <?opy of this report is being designated for .the 
in f opBjat io n£ of the Los Angeles office inasmuch as th a-h office 
is currently conduct in . an-iLnveatigafclon relative to f 


' . Will continue to fallow the activities 

BERUSTBIH in connection withffilsraell activities. 


Report of SA I 

August llj., 1952* 


Jat New York dated 




f4 


Ni r 65-153QI 


\ co nfidential Inf 6ft .. an | of kariown 1 re,liabilifr 


a f y vCo nfidential Inf oriant | ( of kn owh rsliabiJpy, 

f\J advi £ ed Ahat|_^ I was connected in new York wi$n an 

Or gan jL aari o n kiom as "Conquest; of .-the insert” and chat this 
V was ajifax&yaib ion • They int ended, -<fco complete pit. .is fop the 
[ ^expoa^feionc to t alee place in Israel in tho Spring of 1953# 

’*•; Confidential Informed t | 1 of kn own neliabl 11. ty . 

afl«lsgo when interviewed. in . Ivbw York by SA's l I 

Jn JjOn September 9, 1932, that l I 

| an Israeli at torney who Is known to be engaged 

•>ln business ventures with /.ilHlTn 3®RIISTiii:; in Israel, was 
'yi siting in the united Sthtes irr££.anre cj&ioa h-*ith the organ! ca- 
^ tlbn known as "Conquest- <$f the p|&er fc * , bl 

| |adyised that this organisation viSs attempting * hlr 

yv to interest American capita l in certain mines which were ;f 
fg going developed in Israel. | ^Stated that these *«y|£s^.were y b7c 
Xc manganese mines, phosphate, ; :ica" and potash nines t|-- - 


tha H 

k who is aisu connected in oysir 


itly in.jjffew YorknUity and advised Ii^r-cliat. 
|was presently staying in New 'York • (/•) 


f C^fidential Informant! J of known, reliability > 

advis ed th cfc the • following indiv iduals on d or gani za ti ons were 
in contact with N4SUM BBRiiSTSIN at his ...business address*.- 20 


■P in© Street, Now York City on the 


^.indicated: 



LaC, New fork 


director , PB1 


'recorded - ft 

(OS S9104) - 

EX.- 10 ? 


W T( MBBSTSIZ, 
z itwm - IS 


; eeenbgr 


1&S2 


!0 1 


Alt S?r. M f ■ 

rnt:? lifTL-,' 7 

' )^CL^ 


fit New York 


erep 

ity. 


dated 11-144$** 


Prior to th$ die sent nation of rerep %, t the 


a oat of Government, it w$m necesearu to revioe page too h7n 

“ MLfive vhieh tended to 

I Sufficient corrected 


to elirincte notorial rm paro dy am 
identify Confidential informant ^ | 
copies of this page ore attached for each office * The 
following additional changes node in the report 

prior to i ta clisseninciion; 

The misspelling of 'the last name of H&uUM 
3LBNUTE1 .7 vac corrected in lt*0 four of tfc« detail* 
on page one; in line one of pmt*grc.?h one* page siMf 
and in line one of paragraph page BiXm 

2?tf? 


wisepclling of the first name of 

| luao corrected in the six t'-. line fro. 

the bottom, of page five , and in line two of paragraph 

five, page six. 

An apostrophe was inserted in the word 
"representative * a in line five of paragraph two , 

page sUtm 

The eorrected page furnished herewith should 
he inserted in the eoptea of the reports retained in the 
files of the New York and Los Angeles Off ices f\dn addition, 
the abMtS noted typographical Wff*rs should he 
in sands 


el ^: 


eat ad 


fat 


ill- 


Los xjelss ( y ■ ( . . v t pd ^s nt) 



¥ 






Mew Tor h Movember 19, 1953 

Director^FBI (6S-591B4) 

mmm A.BEsmTEiir f 

ESPIONAGE - IS ,^;-' 


A r9 view of Bufile in c optioned matter rs0feote 
tfcat the laet report submitted by your office woe fn a 
pending statue and was do ted 6-14-52. On 10-13*33 an 0-1 


farm oos went to your office pointing out that the dead- 
line in this case had passed and instructing that a report 
be submitted immediately *. Tour reply t received 10-24-52 , 
was to the effect that a report would be submitted by 
10-31—52 . 


There is no record of any report* e having been 
received from your office in this case since August 14, last^-l-. 
You are instructed to submit a report by December 1, 1952 . 




_ , >‘ -STANDARD 1 


NO. 64 


Office Metmandum • united Iates government 


to i Director, FBI (#-$91810 


[ rom : SAC, Neff York (6$-]$30l) 


DATE: 11/25/52 


subject: NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN , «■ 3 1 

\ ESPIOM- B SpiaBTStlft 

^ Hebulet U/19/52. 

Rebulet advised that no report has been received in this 
matter since 8 /lii/ 52 * 

A pending report under date of ll/lli/52 was submitted in this 
matter and should be at the Bureau at this time* 




p / flAMiEG 


| i 

^ NOV 2S 



SAC, sew fork (65-15302 ) 

RECORDED -56 . 

0ire*iwr+ FBI Cf 3*89284) '{ 

STAMP* A, VKRU8&IH 4 

X&PlOfTAGE ~.Jg ' , 4 - 



December 8, 191 



M 

ii£ 

>qK= CO 


A review of the Bernstein file at the Seat 
of Government has reflected that the laet six reports 
submitted by your office were dated 10/93/51 , 1/24/52, 
3/18/52, 6/3/52, 8/14/52 and 11/ 14/52, Teu Will note 
that between these reports there were lapses ramping 
fro* 54 dags to 93 days , On no occasion Mpf a report 
submitted before the Bureau sent an 0-2 Foim to the 
Hew York Office, in spite of the fact that New York is 
office of origin and as such is charged with the 
responsibility of supervising thts investigation , 

2he Bureau desires that more expeditious 
attention be given to this ease and that future reports 
be submitted on a regular basis when due. If developments 
warrant, the reports should be submitted more frequently 
than every 45 daye , 



*$39 3 $ 


Cxt 






'UNITED S 


J 


pVERNMENT 

DATE: 2/3/53 


STANDARD FORMED. M 

Office Memo , Wl r r 

/to : Director, FBI ( 65-5918 U) 

'ROM : SAC, New York (65-15301) 

SUBJECT: NAHUM ^SERNSTEIN; 

“ -I*. 


It is recommended that a Security Index Card be prepared on the 
above-captioned individual. 

i « 

The Security Index Card on the captioned individual's ho^Id be y 
changed as follows : (Specify change only) T - - to 


FD-122 

(1-2-51) 



NAME 



O 

55 

ALIASES 




••a 




o v ~ 



NATIVE BORN 

NATURALIZED 

ALIEN 



COMMUNIST SOCIALIST 

WORKERS PARTY 

INDEPENDENT 

SOCIALIST 

LEAGUE 

MISCELLANEOUS (Specify) 





TAB FOR DETCOM TAB FOR C0M5AB 

RACE 

SEX 


DATE OF BIRTH 

PLACE 

OF BIRTH 




BUSINESS ADDRESS (Show name of employing concern and address)^ 


NATURE OF INDUSTRY OR BUSINESS (Specify from Vital Facility List) 


; ADDRESS 355 Locust Avenue, Harrison, New York 


HAMcGsLJR 


' 33 C /-S'3'7 


t^O T55rr5J 




■-5s£>; 

T 1 ^ 












3 



1 



X 

NY 65-15301 



Date 

' November 8, 1952 
Nov emb er l'S * 1952 

November 21, 1952 

December 17» 1952 

December 19 , 1952 
(Addressed to 
MJ/BERNEY) 


Person or Organ ization Contacted 


Material for Israel Incorporated 

250 West 57 Street 
New York, New York 


League of Women Voters 
City of New York 
ip6l ip Avenue 
New York, New York 


American Fund for Israel Institutk 
267 West 71 Street 
New York, New York 






NY 65-15301 


ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 


* 


INFORMANTS .■ 


Identity of 
Source 


Date of Activity 
and/ or 

Description of 
Information 



Date 

Received 


11/19/52 


Agent 
To whom 
TUrnished^ 


File Number 

Where 

Located 


SAS I 


~i 6^-1 ^961 


Mail Cover November and 

maintained on December 1952 
subject's business 
address, 

20 Pine Street, 

New York City 

MISCELLANEOUS 




9 


Instant report. 


bl 

b7C 


b2 

b7D 


This report is being^classified ’’Secret” as per 
Bureau instructions as set out in Bur eauyletter dated July 7* 1952 
advising that all reports in this case will bear a classification of 
not less than Secret. 


. LEAD 
NEW YORK 




At New York/ New York 


Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 
•BERNSTEIN in. connection with Israeli activities. 

Repjf&t of SAl I at New York, dated 

November 14/ 1932. 7-^— — 

Jlaw York letter 1 to Rurp.au - entitled. 


REFEREj 




p 


- 5 - 


b. 






Office Memorandum • united' states government 

to i . . DATB: V7/53 


Director, FBI (65-59181*.) 

' SHC, New York (65-15301) 

5UBJECT ‘ fflLMM^RHSTEIN, was 
ESPIONAGE - IS 

'i f /V fle report of Sa | ~ 

|J 1/7/53, five copies of which are enclosed 


Kstsjtb 1 : 

jli •/ N-..- • 

I at NY, dated 








t 


3 a C, Mow York (33*15301 ) 

MUjLu.natO~7^ 

Director, «*SJ (65-59134) 1 ' 


B?WSTFTJr 9 WOO* 
;'V' -sspT'W 4/?r - /S’ 

^l?3 



P«treo 8A \~ 
York n ity* 


dated 2-?-53 s at 


( 1 ) 


3ST 


Bemotei m ha 9 u«c!« ftfn « m* in too offer* 


(3) 


(4) 


( 3 ) 


W 


** CO < 
CO rr* 
<C O 
3 u4 
O £3 


T5J 


& 


in that it roftM&B upon the r) efh$9 of rel i ability Of t e 
tnflrmant, ttUto* 7*1* ifcot * <' * tm/e rm i i 2* *»♦'■* r mo - n - 
_ j .» • .» --*■ J <** 4h{j> A I 


in/omani/, * • «•» v ~ - • • 

tna 4. items to oert imont to this caf % 


y 

cc - 2 • £o« Angoloo (33*3043) 
WRW rnp t dnd, / 

y ff.'nv I i*** 33 ^ 






♦ * 


Four c opt 09 of rerep are ret rned herewith for 
revi Ston* rl !*<»•## nonp«f rttJMUt information and data 
tending to rave*} the identt# $ tf the informant and forma rd 
the revised report to the Bureau within ZS da ye of the 
romeipt o * th}o eonmuni cation. 

The revised report should either shot' the results 
Of tn vertigo# ton conducted to t'entify the correspondent of 
sub foot residing ot 901 Mo ward Avenue, Brooklyn, Mow Tori Ir* 
mho a idresood the subject as n 8 od Berney* or should sot 
forth a lead shoeing that proper attention is being given, 
to this natter * bl 

^]fierep dose not indicato that this investigation & h 
is being oijuen the attention regutred in Bulet d-lBb#). 
captioned || l$bnd Bulet 12~&S2 in instant co«f*A ehile 

the n period for vsntoh made " shows investigative activity on 
7 days, the report contains only the results of one interview 
and of a nail cover* then the revised report requests# 
above is /or warded to the Bureau, a o§por memorandum Should 
be transmitted containing an outline Of the futuro in vest t *• 
gattve steps you contemplate underdfoking for the purpoee 
of bringing thie case to a logical conclusion* 



February 13, 195 


* A 

SAC, New York (65-15301) 


* P 


Director, FBI (65-59184) 

nahotAernstein 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


Your attention Is directed to the fact that 
no number SAC Letter I dated 3-14-52 require* that a 
summary report ba submitted once each year on subjects 
who are carried in the Special Section of the Security 
Index. Bufiles reflect that the last summary report 
submitted by your office in this matter was dated 
1-24-52. 


You are requested to advise the Bureau when 
the next summary report may be expected In this case. 


WRW:brg 

JH 


All m- Oi ..- 4 TI 0 N COrti,,i!V/ 

/ii / ^classified '3 3 9^3 9 




;X> A ^ ■ U'-SY/-/ 


MAILED 16 

FEB 13 1953 




Irt'ANDARD FORM NO, 64 


Office JS/iemu, andum 


TO i Director, FBI ( 65-59181; ) 

from : SAC, il ev. r York (65-15301) 

a 

SUBJECT: FAHtT 1 BERNSTEIN 

hbPIONAGE - IS 

Rebulet 2/13/53. 



UNITIii/ STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: 3/5/53 


Referenced letter requested New York office to advise vhen a 
summary report may be ejected in this case. 

This is to advise that it is anticipated that a summary report in 
this natter will be prepared and forwarded to the Bureau by April 10, 1953. 


Due to the urcency of other natters it is believed that a 
summary report cannot be properly prepared before that date. 


■ ;-on cornAwtea 0 
f. >«r;. Vjnfh'n ■ 3 - '-i 


Ai! WF0 c 
Ht»£iN IS 
Civ 


•*- ^MDED * 242 


i - // 



h’AI/iRRTC ! ' ' 

Ijo WAn 2i 1&3 









'S'f/5 ... 


DETAILS: At New York, New York "* -^s*' 

Confidential Informant! |of unknown reliability, 
who has admitted having Deen engaged in Israeli 
\ , intelligence work in Europe in TQJiQ flnH TQfo, was 

Interviewed by SA Sl f on 
November 19, 1952 »l l aavxaea. mat ne nan recently been contacte 
by NAHUM BERNSTEIN concerning a business matterC^\j ft. i 


COPIES OP THIS REPORT m / / — ,/ 

, 5 > Bureau (65-59184) (REGISTERED)^ '* ' V*r- 

1 - Los Angeles (65-5048) (Info,) v vAR ll ^^3 
(REGISTERED) * 

3 - New York (65-15301) — 


indexed , 


SEC UR ITY INFORMATION 


RET 



NY 65-15301 




It Is noted that the records of the Immigration and 
Naturalizati on Service, 70 Columbus Avenue, New York City, 
fleet that f" Harrived in the United States | | 

l via Sabena Airlines, under temporary visa / 

Further, t]a6.^ in his application for extended^ 
•Mme on a 1 - tSbiftor arv stay, wh ich application was date& / 

October f , 1952, 1 I fxaqiished the following ifc^orma^ion 

concerning himself: / 





* 


NY 65-15301 



■* v | | description is reflected in the records 

Oftttn Tmrni nation and Naturalization Service as y height 

| | hair ^ 1 nationality - 

previous date in United States - lV^-9* 


Jand 



State Laws on June 6, 19^9 » and commenced active operations 
at 20 Pine Street, New York City, on that date. The officers 
of the company were listed as: 


NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN - President 
JAMES HODES - Vice President 
EDWARD S. SILVER - Vice President 
SAMUEL D. HALPERIN - Vice President 



3 



ft • ♦ 


NY 65 - 15301 

| jTel arga 

Jerusalem^ ! I The 

office is maintained at 26 Rothschild Boulevard, Tel 
Israel. The corporation is an industrial management 
organization assisting in the establishment and management 
of American Industrial Enterprises in Israel* The corporation 
is qualified to do business in Israel and services are 
performed for various industrial concerns in this country* 


PR : 

It^ls noted that according to Confidential Informant 

J Laf known reliability* the subject received correspondence 

I I Ion 

■November 19bl« 1 j also advised that the subject was in 
contact with the following individuals or organizations during 
November and December 1952: 


Date Person or Organization Contacted 

November 8, 1952 Material for Israel Incorporated 

2£o West 57 Street 
New York, New York 

It should be noted that NAHUM BERNSTEIN is the Attorney 
for Material for Israel Incorporated* 

November 18, 1952 League of Women Voters 

City of New York 
4-61 4 . Avenue 
New York, New York 


bl 

b7C 


Ltd., 

foreign 

Aviv, 


- k - 





Date 

|| November 21, 1952 
December 17, 1952 


December 19, 1952 
{Addressed to 
NED BERNEY) 

i. 






NY 65-15301 




t t 


bl 

b7C 

b2 

b7D 


ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 


IDENTITY OF INFORMANTS 


Date of 
activi ty 
and/or 
description 
of info, 

S') Description 
- of interview 

' b 11/19/52 


Identity of 
source 



Mail cover on 
subject'’ s 
business 
address at 
20 Pine St., 
New York City 


Info re 

Israeli . 
Industries 
: Ine* 

November 8 : 
De c erab e r 
1952 


Date Agent to File # 

received whom where 

furnished located 


1 1 /-i9/5i SAS I 165 -15961 


August Bureau 65-15150- 

1951 lBJj.0 


2/18/53 SB I I Ins tant 

report 


November 

A : 

December 

1952 




1 Ini-tan t 
\ report 


- 6 - 









' V 


t ♦ 


1 


NY 65-15301 


ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE cont'd. 


MISCELLANEOUS 

This report is being classified "Secret” as per 
Bureau instructions as set out in Bureau letter dated July 7, 
1952 advising that all reports in this case will bear a 
classification of not less than secret* 


LEADS 
NEW YORK 

At New York, Mew York 'S :t ' . b 

Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 
BERNSTEIN in connection with Israeli activities. 


Will attempt to i dentify the individual at ] 

_] wno addressed subject as NED BERNY 

on December 19, 1932 . 


REFERENCES Report of SA T 
ll/lip/52. 

.New York latte 


^ at New York 


r to Bureau da te^k 1^/16/52 , 
1 Espionage - IS"13 


dated 
enti tied 


7 



Office M.emorahdum • united states government 


\ TO 


Director, FBI (65-591814.) 

SAC, New York (65-15301)/ 

NAHUM BERNSTEIN, was 
ESPIONAGE - IS 

Rebulet to New York dated 2/6/53* 


Enclosed he rewith are the ori ginal and Ij. copies of the %■, 



revised report of SA y 


J as requested in rebulet. 



With regard to investigative steps contemplated by this 
office, it is noted that the New York Office recently requested '5; ■ • ^ 
permission to conduct a survey on the subject's residence. This 
office will continue to place mail covers on the subject's place 
of business, 20 Pine Street, New York City, and residence at V v ' • 

Harrison, New York; will also give consideration to effecting j 5 t 
arrangements for securing trash from the office of the subject at 5 ' 

20 Pine Street, New York City; will discreetly attempt to ascertain %\.i 
subject's activities through other sources available to this off i<*4* 

;/ v /Y.GL' J ' 

It Is noted that the subject's residence. In the past, h$jp ' 
been carried as 355 Locust Avenue, Rye, New York, and subject *V : - ' 

received mail addressed in this manner. However, it has been ' s ; 

established that the subject is in fact residing in what is known " 
the Old Putnam Estate, which is located opposite 355 Locust Avenue* 
outside the city limits of Rye, New York. There Is no number . //•* 

designation for the estate and the property is actually located •// 
'within the boundary of the town of Harrison, New York. 5 

In the future the subject's address will be carried as - 

Old Putnam Estate, Locust Avenue, Harrison, New York, and the next 
New York reportwlll reflect this change. 


, 52,10 8 • 

- Los Angele 


^COPIES DESTROYED 

I R 342 N0V21 1950 
I REGISTERED 
| HAM: MZM/lMcL 



DBY2^?dl4c«l4f!t:ounutD - 142 

* INDEXED. H2 

65-50 48) (En«. 1) (REGISTERED) 

-V -v -'■sr.VlTXm 

7 ' 5 . 3 / ; • • 


it 


$3 APR 





4-312 


# 







7 T 


b7C 


HAS BEEN REMOVED | | TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 1736 | 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


sjsaM 




SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 


REMOVED BY ; 

FILE NUMBE R L ■*> ‘f / S' ~ / / 


PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 



\v>\\ 


FD-36 


AIR- TEL U ^ 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


NEW YORK, 3 A/5 3 

Transmit the following Teletype message to: 

# 

NAHUM BERNSTEIN, ESP-IS. REBULET FEBRUARY 6, LAST. 



BUREAU 


REVISED 

& 


REPORT DICTATED THIS DATE. TRANSCRIPTION WILL BE EXPEDITED 
AND REPORT SUBMITTED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 


BOARDMAN 


'.■V 


-BUREAU ( AMSD) 




Sfi 


33e vS3 





HAMtMOH (#1) 

6^-15301 

Approved Sent M Per. 


Special Agent in Charge 



SAc # anr lark (65-15301) 

Director, FBI (65-59184) 

ItfUK Ai^EHttV # WM. 
SttXOXABS - IB 


Usder data of 2-3-53# your office sdfcrttted a fora, 

19-122, relocating certain chaa gs s on the Security Index card Maintained 
^ on eapticned subject. The farm ees subnitted tinder the caption, "Hafcua 
^ Bernstein; S. M. - C." 


The character of the ease has keen corrected on the font 
submitted by year office. You should nske this correction on the copy 
^ of the fora Maintained in your files. 



March 17# 1953 

/-/ 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVES 


VTION 


This Case Originated at YORK 


HCH 


NEW YORK 

APR 8 1953 

PERKOD^FOR 

3/23,31; 

1 1 

NAHUM. BERNSTEIN , was : 
Ned c Berney, Tiyers , "Gorman , 
Nahum A . - -Bernstein 

k/z,w? 3. 

ESPIONAGE - IS 

&;■ ■ •• ’••• ■ ■ 

ivy. »• a .. 

*&■■■■ ; / SUMMARY REPORT 

* bi 

b7C 


b2 


SYNOPSIS: 


'fyot 




i-Cuv3C-.it- Y OK 

t 


NAHUM BERNSTEIN continues to. reside 
Locust Aye., ^&YvUon, HI- 1 




nil 




L3!sJit£iJ*l£± 


ect in contact with 
attorney of Los Angeles, 


the subject set forth. 


w\£>, — 

$.*‘S3 - 

rf&rrU* rjy fc\Q cy # 5 t f>££ FCA / T7t< 

ijpohZ’ 


DETAILS: At New York, New York 


Talif., identified as a California CP 


_tember in 1949 and who has represented CP 
members in litigation. Other contacts of 



Confidential Informant I l of known reliability, 
advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN and family are currently 
residing at the old Putnam Estate, Locust Avenue, Harrison, 


iW 


5-Bureau (65-59184) (RM) RRR 
1-Los Angeles (65-5048) (Info. 
1-Washington Field (Info) (RM) 

3 -New York (65-15301) 

s 67 u '--- - |l 


RRR , 


Mfi 




40CJ*- 


PROPERTY OF FBI— This confidential report and % 




NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES 






* 


« 


NY 65-15301 



New York. | |stated that there is no street number 
designation ror the subject's residence but it is locate** 
opposite 355 Locust Avenue, Harrison, New York. BERNS^JglN 
moved to this address in November 1951 , and Ifea maintained 
residence here since that date. 


bl 

b2 

b7C 


According to Confidential Informant ! l of 
known reliability, the subject still conducts a law firm 
at the address 20 i Pine Street, New York City, and is a 
partner of EDWARBf SILVER and they operate under the firm 
name Silver and Bernstein. 

Confidential Informant I 
advised on February 13. 1952. that 


/V V 


| of known reliability, 

NAHOM BgRN g y E IN was r 

contacted bj| | </ 

|and who has been $jj»ry active in 
the affairs of Israel. On that occa sion an frfepolntment was 


made wi th BERNSTEIN to meet with him, f 

^on the following Tuesday. This -informant haj 


previously advised that these four individuals wereTjrery 
interested in the status of the publication "Israel speaks* 
and it was believed by this informant that the proposed 
meeting was to take place to discuss the future of this 
publication.(xA(\J^) 





3HT 


Confidential Informant 


□ 


of known reliability. 



- 2 - 





ny 65-15301 


advised that NAHUM BERNSTEIN was in contact with AARQN R, b2 
\R0JANSKY on November IQ, 1951. ROJANSKY is the Israeli ,< 
representative of the law firm of Silver and Bernstein, , 
20 Pine Street, New York City. On the occasion of this 1 '■ 
contact ikith ROJANSKY, BERNSTEIN told ROJANSKY that he had 
to go to the Israeli consulate In New York on Tuesday to 
pick up some papers as he stated he had completed work for 
the Israeli Government and wanted to finish up his accounts 
with them. It is noted that on that date ROJANSKY was 
visiting in the United States* 

Confidential Informant ! I of known reliability, 
advised that among the subject *s contacts during November 
and December 1952, were; /tfoVernment of^ Israel Supply ... 
Mission, National Lawyers Guild, the Israeli Consulate, 

New York City, and the publleatlon^Ysrael Speaks . " 

r : V \ 7 ' & ' 

— f Confidential Informant | | previously - M 

mentioned, advised Of a meeting h#ld between NAHUM BERMffEIN , 
| ^c n March 18. 1952. 

■time they took up the arrival or I ~ T r 

[suggested a meeting to 

be held on M arch dt>, iV>^, prior no the arrival ! 

— [indicated the contemplated meeting was to ■, 

dlscu^^l^^erger of "Israel Speaks” and the "Jersualem 

Ifurther advised on March 20, 1952, of a 
mo ating held at the home ofigAHUM BERNSTS&jN. attended by ,y \J 
bnel I Phoneti c) and whlfeh meeting cb£Cerned the / 

publicity business; ] I wasllifefrl^ to furt&br elaborate 

. on the nature of this meeting.^pCXQ^^ '■■{ ■, 

r It is noted that in June 1951, NAHUM 'BERNSTEIN 

was listed as Secretary of Israel Speak? Incorporated, 
which, corporation publishes the bimonthly public«|4on 
knowh?as * Israel Speaks." T , 
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The, 

DAVID WAHL as 

Hay 23, 1952, 
publisher. 

'-v 

issue Israel Spea 

*8” carries 
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Activities Subcommitte e Hearing>f£ Los Angeles., naliforni a. - 
, on SflTVftfimbflr 19 « 4951.1 I , 

| |g5~adm ittea commun ist Party 0 

member during the period | | advised that | ~ ~1 


J An attorney, was known to him to have been affiliated 


with the Coroqg^ist Party, In some capacity. 

x j j 

Co nfident iajl Inf ormant | | of known reliability, 

.at | Iwas transf erred from membership (is $ - 

] Los Angeles County 


advised that f 
at large, to the f 
Communist party in 194-9 . 


Confidential Informant ~1 ■< ^ ty , b7C 

tfea^l \ 


advised on September 22, 19ij.9» . . 

attorney at law, has represented Communist Party members 
in litigation. 
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I |also adjjd&ed that the subject was in contact 

with the following individuals and organizations during 
January, February, aid March: 

pate Sender 

January 7, 1953 


January 12, 1953 


^American Fund for Israel 
Institutions 
267 West 71st Street 
New York 23, New York 

>6aterial for Israel Incorporated 
250 West 57th Street , 7r 

New .York, New York 


It is to be noted that NAHUM BERNSTEIN is the 
attorney for Material for Israel Incorporated. 

February 17 , 1953 
February 21+, 1953 


Israel Speaks incorporated 
31+ Park Row f 

New York, NyiKYork 


February 26, 1953 
February 27, 1953 
March 12, 1953 


"The Jerusalem Post" 

Post Office Box 8l 
Jerusalem, Israel 

United States Department 
of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 
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on the 
office eft 
subject at 
20 Pine St., 
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May 1952 May 1952 

F) 

1949 
191*9 


% 



Fil'b7 D 

Agent to Number 
Whom Where 

Furnished Located 

65- 

15516 - 

42 
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August 

1951 
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MISCELLANEOUS 


This report is being given a security classification 
of "Secret" as per Bureau instructions as. set out in Bureau 
letter, dated 7/7/52, advising that all reports in this case 
will bear a classification not less than "Security 
Information - Secret.* 

Copies of this report have been designated for 
the information of the Washington Field and Los AngeleC. . 
Offices because these off ices are eferently conducting* w ^ / T A 
investigations relative t d _ P J 

in their areas and it is b£Heved that Information contained 
in this report may be of assistance to th<S» in their 
inves t iga t ions . 

pEAps , 


At New York, New York 

Will continue to follow the activities of NAHUM 


11 
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OFFICE, ROOM 1736 
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OFFICE, ROOM 173* 
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SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 
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SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 
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PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 
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PERMANENT SERIAL CHARGEOUT 



HAS BEEN REMOVED 
OFFICE, ROOM 173< 


b7C 


TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 
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HAS BEEN REMOVED I I TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 

OFFICE, ROOM 173^ 1 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 


SUBJECT JUNE MAIL 
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FILE NUMBER_ 
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I TO BE KEPT PERMANENTLY IN HIS 


SEE FILE 66-2554-7530 FOR AUTHORITY. 
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TY INFORMATION 




#) 


PERSONAL AND CD^d^NTIAL 
VIA LIAISON V ^ 


/ 


Subject: 


May 31, 1953 

\^Mr o John Vo Ford 
Di rector 

Office of Security 
Department of State 
I ' SI 5 22nd Street s No 
i Washington, Do C< 





Attention: Mr „ Valter £*< 


John Edgar Hoover, Director tLAS&tHtOBYJ&l 

Federal Bureau of Investigation QEQjj^c^py Qj\j- 



Valter E* , Jess', 

it-HUn wfe 




nr 


w 






. .. . : ~w_ 

'■Sffe^SSCDBITT TUmWATIOir - 'f%P SECRET NOT BEOOBDED 
- £ - Washing-ton Tieli (With S cc’s of i nooning jtl nl *: J iso- 
VBW: awy 

' ■ 




fttttr<TMKT «nm n, (I \77^T^ 




In the absence | | from the city, on 

July 19 , 1949s nn r . Liaison representative discussed his 

matter Dersonallvt I 

I lioas advised that 

based upon the .facte supplied ] I this Bureau 

would undertake an investigation in an effort to develop ■■in- 
complete details regarding this matter . It was po inted cut# 
that in handling the matter this Bureau desired to establi jgk' 
complete control over the investigation in order to avoi&p ^ 
conflicts between any inquiries which we instituted and .W 
investigations being conducted by the Department of State . 
and the various United States intelligence agencies involved , 

| stated that he understood the necessity for 
vhT8~andr~couId assure this Bureau that there would be no ^ 
interference from the Department of State or other- agencies. 

He explained that he had already informed the heads of the 
other intelligence agencies that the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation wo ft Id be handling the matter s but that he would 
reiterate these instructions to the heads of such agencies 


Thereafter s art active investigation regarding the 
matter was instituted by this Bureau » The results o f our 
inquiries were furnished \ \ either 

by memoranda or during several conferences in which representa-, 
tives of his of f ice and representatives of this Bureau participated ( 
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On Man SO a 1952, the report of Special Agent 

I dated March 28 s 1952, at Washington , Do Co 


. On Mnn 20 „ 1952 , the report of Special Agent 

| dated April 1, 1952, at Detroit , Michigan , 

On May . 20, 1952s, the report of Special Agent 

| | da ted April 23, 1952 , at New York , New Yorko 

On May 20 „ 1952s,, the report of Special Agent 

I dated May 6 , 1952, at Minneapolis , 

Minnesota. 

■ bl 

On June 20 , 1952s, the report of Special Agent b7C 

| | dated May 20s, 1952, at Washington , Do C, 

. On July IQs, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

acted June 24s, 1952 , at Washingtons, 2° 0, 


On July 30 o 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\ dated July 14 9 1952 , at Detroit, Michigan, 

On Sep tember 10, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
| dated July 29, 1952, at Washington, D, C . 


On Sept ember 10, 1952, 
dated August 15, 


the report of Special Agent 
1952 , at New York, New York, 


On Sept ember 30, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

~\ dated September 16, 1952, at Washington, D, C, 


On On+.nher SO, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

dated October 1, 1952 , at New York, New York,, 

On December 3, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

J dated November 13, ^952, at Washington, D, C , 

On Jnnua r v 23, 1953, the report of Special Agent 
[ dated January 7, 1953, at Washington, D, 

On Urirc h 20, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

| dated February 27, 1953, at Washington, D, C.\ 

On Anril 3 , 1953s, the report of Special Agent 

\ dated March Id, 1953, at Washington, D, C, 

On Aoril 19, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

dated March 17, 1952., at New York, New York, 
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itember 30$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 
J dated September 17$ 1952 $ at Washington^ D, C* 

H&nember 11$ 1952 $ the report of Special Agent 
| dated November 13$ r!952 $ at Washington $ 2). C. 

-January 12$ 1953$ the report of Special Agent 
I dated December 10$ 1952$ at New York$ New York* 

■z^hruary 13$ 1953$ the report of Special Agent 
| dated January 14$ 1953$ at Washington$ D„ 0 . 

March 20$ 1953$ the report of Special Agent 
J dated February 27$ 1953$ at New York, New York . 

4_nni2 3$ 1953 $ the report of Special Agent 
| dated March 16$ 1953 $ at Washington$ D* C„ 




jj—Z$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 

Hated June 5$ 1951$ at New York$ New York . 

- u —f$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 

da ted January 24$ 1952$ at New York $f New York 

1952 $ the report of Special Agent 
| dated March 18$ 1952$ at New York$ New York . 

f 7$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 
dated June 3$ 1952$ at New York$ New York* 

iember 12$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 
J dated August 14'% 1952$ at New New York * 

enber 10$ 1952 $ report of Special Agent 

-fated November 14$ M;952 $ at New York's New York * 

3 h 27$ 1953$ the report of Special Agent 
dated January 7$ 1953$ at, New York$ New York* 

. 6* 1953$ tjie report of Special Agent 
1 dated April 3$ 1953 $ at New York$ New York * 




3$ 1952$ the report of Special Agent 
J dated March 7$ 1952 $ at Los Angeles $ 


SECURITY INFORMATION 






A 


SECURITttNFORMA TION 




bl 

b7C 



nn Un rr h . 26 , 1953, the report of Special Agent 
[dated January 6, 1953, at New York, New Fork. 


h 26s, 1953 , the report of Special Agent 
dated February 25 s 1953, at Washington , D . C . 


Pennsylvania » 


On Ma rch 26, 1953c, the report of Special Agent 
^ dated March 23, 1953, at Phi lade lphia , 






Massachusetts „ 


On Octo ber 10, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated September 16, 1952, at Washington, D. 

_1953 s the report of Special Agent 
plated November 26, 1952, at Boston, 


January 9, 


On Janu ary 9, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

[ dated December 3,-1952, at Washington , D. C . 


On Febr uary 27, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

I dated February 9, 1953, at Washington, D„ C „ 


On Uam h 20, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

bated February 10, 1953 , at Washington, D . C. 

= r 


uary 12, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated December 14, 1951, at Newark, New Jersey * 


fln Januar u 14, 1952, the report of Special Agent 


jucufaUV/lUU & TT3 o 


Jdated December 21, 1951, at Boston, 


On Febr uary 12, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

Idated January 21, 1952, at New York, New York * 


SECURITY INFORMATION 


fijhP SE^ET 







[ 


[ 


New lotk o 


nn Anr.il 14, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

dated March 21, 1952, at New York, New York, 


On June 1 7, 1952 , the report of Special Agent 

\ dated June 4, 1952 s at New York , New York . 

On June 1 7, 1952, the report of ' Special Agent 

| dated June 13, 1952, at New York, New York, 

On Octobe r 14, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
\ dated September 25, 1952, at New York , 


New York » 


On January 16, 1953, the report of Special Agent 
| dated December 9, 1952, at New York, 


d~ 


On Sept ember 17, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\Jlated Sepji^mber 4, 1952, at Washington, D, C, 



On Marc h 31, 1952, the report of Special Agent f 

dated January 23, 1952 , at Washington, D, C , 


On Mau 17, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated March 26, 1952, at Washington, D, C, 


r 22, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated June 27, 1952, at Washington, D, C, 

On Altana* 7 J s 1952, the report of Special Agent 


] dated July 22, 1952, at New York , New York . 


-fin September 12, 1952,. the report of Special Agent 
1 dated August 14 $ 1952, at Washirgton; D° C* 


\dated August 

5 ^ 


On Dece mber 30, 1952, the report of Special ^Agent 
| dated July 22 


1952, 


1952, at Washington, D . Co 
the report 'of Special Agent 


On December 30, , , ... 

dated September 8, 1952, at Washington, C, 


On Dece mber 30, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\ dated September 22, 1952, at New York, New York 


SECURITY INFORMATION - 


:ret 
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bl 

b7C 


fln Decem ber 30, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| 1 dated October 2Q, 1952 , at San Francisco , 

California* 


cumber 30, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
I dated November 17, 1 952 s at Washington , D . 


f 25, 1952s, the report of Special Agent 
dated June 3 S 1952, at Washington, J) a C . 


On Septe mber 9, 1952 3 the report of Special Agent 
dated August 15 3 1952 3 at Washington, D . C . 


On Oct ober 15 3 1952 s the report of Special Agent 

| | dated September 23, 1952 3 at Washington 3 D . C . 

. On Octobe r 22 3 1952 3 the report of Special Agent 

I dated September 30, 1952, at New lark* b 
New fork. ^ . 

On Janu ary 2, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

| | dated December 11, 1952 , at Washington, D, C, 


r>r, inri 7 2, 1959:, the report of Special Agent 
Hated February 14, 1952, at Washington , D . C . 




On Anri 7 7 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\dated March 25, 1952, at Boston, 

Massachusetts » 

On Mav 17, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

ted March 31, 1952, at New York, New York . 

On Mau 1 7 s 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\ iated April 15, 1952 , at Washington, £<> <7. 

i in Jimp. 20 s 1952, the report of Special Agent* M 

| dated May 13, 1952, at Pittsburgh, V 

Pennsylvania » 


On .Tnijj 18, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
[ dated June 25, 1952, at Washington, D . C * 

On Sept ember 26, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
\dated September 4, 1952, at Washington , 
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bl 
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On Sept ember 26, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated September 11, 1952, at New Fork , New York , 

— Mnnc mber 7, 1953 , the report of Special Agent 

| dated October 23 , 1952, at Washington y D, C, 

On Febr uary 9, 1953 , the report of Special Agent, 

| | dated January 19, 1953 , at New Fork s New York , 

On — Anri. 7 — 1 7, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

|dated April 1, 1953 3 at New York 3 New York, 

: On A nri 7 17, 1953 3 the report of Special Agent 

| dated April 2, 1953 , at Washington, JD, C , 

On August 15, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated July 29, 1952, at San Francisco , 

Cal ifornia , 


On Septe mber 29, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

I l dated September 12, 1952 , at^San Francisco , 

California . 

On Novem ber 20, 1952 , the report of Special Agent 

| dated October 31, 1952, at San Franc isCo, 

cai v forma » 


Maryland, 


Jin December 12, 1952, the 
| dated November 24, 


report of Special Agent 
1952, at Baltimore , 


On Janua ry 26, 1953, the report of Special Agent 


cal ifornia . 


_]dated January 8, 1953, at Sa ^ Francisco, 


■x: 


On Febr uary 18, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

\ dated February 6, 1953, at Cincinnati , Ohio, 


On Anril 9, 1953, the report of Special Agen\ 

dated March 23, 1953, at Los Angeles, California, 




On Denemher n, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated November 4, 1952, at Washington, D , C, 


[ 


On Mnrnh 3. 1953, the report of Special Agent 
dated January 29, 1953, at Washington, 2), C, 
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fin Wniip.m.h^. r 7, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated October 17, 1952 s at Washington , 2). C . 


fin Unu 5~ J. 953 . the report of ^Special Agent 


UP* 


dated April 1 , 1953, at Washington , D. C. 

& 


fin ifnrch 22, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
| dated January 22, 1952 , at New York , New Yorki 


On Jun e 25, 1952, the report of Special Agent 


J dated June 10, 1952, at New York , New York. 


On Sept ember 29, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

1 dated September 15, 1952, at New York, New York. 


On Marc h 12, 1953, the report of Special Agent 

1 dated February 6, 1953, at New York, New York. 


On Man 8 . 1953, the report of Special Agent b 

jdatfed April 16, 1953, at New York, New York. 


On March 31, 1952 „ the report of Special Agent 


j dated February 19, 1952 , at 'Washington , 


On May 22. 1952, the report of Special Agent 

\ dated April 9, 1952, at Washington, S. C. 

On June 16 . 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated May 12,^ 1952, at Newark, New Jersey . 

On Julu 1 4. 1952, the report of Special Agint 

1 dated May 26, 1952, at Phoenix, Arista. 

ftn 7 i i 7, 1952, the report of .Special Agent % 

| dated June 11, 1952, at- Washington, D. C . 

nn .Tit 7 7 / ? 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| defied June 19, 1952, at New York, New York. 

On August 20, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
— \ dated July 31, 1952 , at Washington, D. C . 
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SECURITY INFORMATION 



ember 12, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
fiattfd August 11, 1952 , at New York , New York . 

her 1, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
J dated September 19, 1952, at Washington, 2. C . 

b ^ B \ 10, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
J dated September 25, 1952, at New York, New York . 

T er 1, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated November 17, 1952, at Washington , D. C . 

T ry 13, 1953, the report of Special Agent 
dated January 9, 1953, at Washington, Do C. 

lojlu 9, 1953, the report of Special Agent 
| dated January 23, 1953, at New York, New Yorko 

L 27, 1953, the report of Special Agent 
\dated March 2, 1953, at Washington, Do C. 




f l, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated July 16, 1952, at Washington, D. C . 

i_28, 1952, the report of Special Agent * 

| dated August 11, 1952, at $ Jew York, New York . 

r ber 29, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
dated September 3, 1952 , at Washington, D. Co 

&JL.10 , 1952, the report of Special Agent 
_| dated September 25, 1952, at New York , 


— fin November .25, 1952, the report, of Special Agent 
[dated October 31, 1952 ,at Washington , Do 

•yv- ' , . 

On April 4, 1952 , the report of Spec l %al Agent \ 

| da ted March 11, 1§52, at New York, Tt^w York « 

Q.n June 19, 1952 , the report of Special Agent I 

|da ted May 14, 1952, at New York, New York . I 

On June 1 9, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

dated May 14, 1952, at Chicago, Illinois . 


SECURITY INFORMATION 




SECURITY 


'ORMATION - \pP SEl 






n n nemmh er 10, 1958 , the report of Special Agent 
| dated November 18, 1952 , at Washington , 8, 

On if a m h 13, 1853, the report of Special Agent 

I date# February 12, 1953, at Washington, D. 




On March 


1952 , the report of Special Agent 
dated February 13, 1952, at New York , 


On May 21 « 1 952. the report of Special Agent 

| dated April 23, 1952, at New York, 

New lorHo 


bl 

b7C 


On Augus t 7, 1952, the report of Special Agent 

| dated July 24, 1952, at Washington, D„ C» 


On September 23, 1952 , the report of Special Agent 

| dated August 1 , 1952, at New York, New York . 


New York . 


On T)f>af>Tnhfrr 7 7 . 1952, the report of Special^ Agent ; 

I dated November 17, 1952, at New York, *' 


New Yorko 


ifnt'hh w 1953, the report of Special Agent 
[dated January 26, 2953, at New York, 


5 ) 


On Septem ber 9, 1952, the report of Special Agent 
| dated August 21, 1952, at Wa%hington, D. 


On Pen ember 11, 1952, the .report of Special Agent 

1 * — 


p '(lilted November 17, 1952, at Washington, 


On February 12, 1953, the report, of Special Xeent 
| dated Jhnuary 19, 1953, at Washington^ 2* 


C. 


After you have had the opportunity to review the above- 
described communication and reports, it is requested that you advise 
this Bureau of the nature of the investigation you contemplate 
undertaking in an effort to determine if classified United States 
material wa3 released without authorisation by an employes, xif your 
Department, as mentioned in the memorandum of ref ere nee /Kfj 1X5 
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Jtily 16 , 1953 


S*0,1hn X** (65-15301) 


ORDED * 11 Director » rai (65-59184) 


if AHUM BERNSTEIN, was. 
ESPIONAGE - IS 


9*cfc-'-> y%*<p*-ry7 


J dated 6-22-53 at New lark City. 



-IS ffc p In trdor that dissenination of rerep way not be undiifa 

^ delayed at the Seat of GovernnwiiLf it le requested that you suhi|t 
c/5 0 s * > five copies of the revised repoi%l|to the Bureah^and one copy ea^lb 
S5 to the Los Anf-alte and Washington Mold Offices %thin fifteen dayd 

%r o of the receipt of this communication. n . %. 


ec - 1 - Los Angeles (65-5048) ‘ (For infection) , 
co - 1 - Washington Tield (For information) 



























[ 


■; b7C 

'£r~ b2 

y " b7D 

yrhe above information furnished by | | 

| is not to ’be made public except in the bourse of a 4 . 

legal proceeding following the issuance of &g subpoena duces 
tecum. ; 

Confidential Informant of known ' 

reliability, advised that the subject was in contact with 
the following individuals and organizations during May, 1953 
at his office, 20 Pine Street, New York City: 

Date Organization or Individual 

5 / 23/53 

5 / 25/53 
5 / 25/53 

5 / 26/53 

5 / 26/53 

5 / 26/53 
5 / 28/53 

5 / 28/53 


f 


P 



Je wish War Veterans 55 West 77 Street, 

New York City A-* / ? 

'Ane rican_ Nun d for Isra$l^ 267 West 71 street, 
New“ Yo 'rfe. 23, New York 5 

Suite .216, ,250 West '57 Street, New York 19,,- 
:;ew York - m / 


^7 Material foni/israel, 250 West 57 Street, 
New' Y ork C ity , f/j/_ . 

Irving urust Company, 1 W&ll Street, New 4 -,; 
■/'York City v 


i 
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MISCELLANEOUS 


This report is being given a security 
classification of Top Secret inasmuch as informat ion contain ed 
in this r eport was obtained from th e^eoort of SAl | 

I I New York ^ 5/6/53, entitled (J 


Copies of this report have been designated 
for the Los Angeles and Washington Field offiees for information 
purposes inasmuch as thes e j^f flees are currently conductingV ><N, 
investigations relative ] 

in their areas and it is believed l?iiat information .contained ; 
in this report may be of assistant tto them in the|j|g' 
investigation. ’|N;' . 


NEW YORK 
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Recording Machine, Mode] 
equipment was picked up|_ 
paflftftt that nrift Vebfltei 
chased 


on June 1 , r 
reflect that 


" mv.f' -f 

Machine, Model 21Q, and one Jltatrlp. gcriber* Thi» 

was picked u g | The records further 

nnfl Webster Recording Machine, Model 210, was pur« 
| The iprice was listed as $15l4-*50* 

Confidential Informant ! | of known reliatoility^idvised 

; that the recar dg—gnrHhe Banker* Trust Comjpny 


that the rec ords 01 the Banker* Trust Compnj 
llosued a check in this amount te 


Harvey Radio Company; however* the records of Harvey Radio Company 
reflect that thie set was sold to SILVER and BERNSTEIN, 20 Pine 
Street, New York 'City* 

The records of HarveylB adio Company alse reflect tjiat 

[^purchased wire recording material 


is note* that thl» Id tne 'same ajibunt made to purchase a weoster 
Wire Recording Machine from Harvef^Hadio Company on May 12* 1953. 
The sales slip for this purchase shews the pur chaser to be SILVER 
and BERNSTEIMk 

It ie no te cl above that a cheek dated l^i 1953 J — 

^^Url^tTs af^ noted^t hat «tf. check was .& »* 
Si ynm end RKRJfSTglg* It 13 fo e firm of SILVER and BERNSTEIN* 
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Copies of tills report have boon designated for the 
Los Ang#|<>« and Washington Field offices for information purposes 
ina3muol»ia> .these offices art currentlT OQttdncting investigations 

relative to | f in their areas and it 

it believed tnat information contained this report m:wj be of 
assistance to them in their investigation, 
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Office Mem„ c >idum • united government 




to : Director, FBI ( fc5-59l81j.) 

FROM*%r0 SAC, New York ( 05-15301) 

SUBJECT: NAHTJM BERNSTEIN, was 

ESPIONAGE - IS 


■ 0 C •} 


r-,»" 


ReBule t to NY, 7/16/53, and report of SaT~ 
J 8/22/53, NY. ; 


The Los Angeles and Washing ton Field Offices are 
requested to destroy the report of SA| | 6/22 /53, NY* 


; ‘’M 


There are -attached her eto /N copies of two reports by 
as requested by the Bureau in relet* 


For the further info rmation of the T.os Angeles and 
MFC, the attached report of SA| | marked 

^Secret" should not be disseminated in wnoie or in part without 
permission of the Bureau* 


f,| . 


Ends* - 10 
Registered Mail 


1 - Los Angeles (info) (65-f?0l|.8) (RM) (Ends* 
1 - Washington Field (info) (RM) (Ends* - 2) 


339^39 


2) 


>> 
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RECORDED - 18 
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Director, FBI (65-$9l8H) 

SAC, New York (6S-15301) 

NAHUM BERNSTEIN 
ESPIONAGE - IS 



It is recommended that a Security Index Card be prepared on the 
above-captioned individual. 

The Security Index Card on the captioned individual should be 
changed as follows* (Specify change only) 


NAME 

ALIASES 


NATIVE BOHN NATURALIZED ALIEN 

COMMUNIST SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE_ 

MISCELLANEOUS (Specify) , 

TAB FOR DETCOM TAB FOR COMSAB RACE SEX 

DATE OF BIRTH PLACE OF BIRTH 

BUSINESS ADDRESS (Show name of employing concern and address) 


NATURE OF INDUSTRY OR BUSINESS (Specify from Vital Facility List) 


RESIDENCE ADDRESS Old Putnam Estate 

Locust Avenue, Harrison, New iork' 




Mf: 




0 


J 



' * 4T Bfr™TW-t ~ 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA 


THU CMS ORIGINATED AT ggy yC/RTC 


RAHUH BERKS TEIB» »« 

BSRMMGE . IS 




synopsis OF PACTS: Contacts cf subject* BE3BTEIN set. cut* Details 

“ COUEt 01 SI1VEE “* BEB*3®W ■«« . Jif/tt l 

_ bl * p * DE CL^Se.^^ lk— 

. EETiiis | I of known reliability* advised that" the 

'<'■/? r- v / A ' '* Tsubjact eontinues to maintain offices at 2d 
cc&- e-A OsAfce^-^BSKHA/pin* street* Hew York City and .eontinnes te 
1 sttift * reside at the Old Putnam Estate* Loeust « 

-ac^J ^li**i»Y v ® au# » Harrison* Hew York. uj 



Confidential Informant* ! | of known reliability* 
ndo avajiebie lafpraatlon concerning the aoeonnt of silver and 
SSEEIHl THew York City 

j informant advised that SILVER and HERNS ESI H maintained two 
necking accounts* one a speolal checking account and the second 
a regular checking acoount* 

The May 1, 1953* balance for the speolal ao count 



T AND ITS COHTEHTS ARE LOARED TO ’ 


M »j- . — Oil ARO ARE HOT TO RE DISTRIBUTED. OUTSIDE OF 





Is a member of 
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The. above information furnished is not 

to be made public except in the curse of & legal proceeding 
following the issuance ef a subpoena duces tecum* 


Confidential inf ormantl I of known reliability* 

advised that the subject wae in bmrnact with the following 
individuals and organizations during M ay , 1953, at his office. 
20 Pine Street, New York City: * ' 


Date 

5 / 23/53 



5 / 25/53 

5 / 25/53 


Jewish War Veterans, 55 West 77 Street 
New York City 






5/26/53 American Fund for Israel, 267 West 71 Street* 

Hew York 23, New York 


5/26/53 Suite 216, 250 West 57 Street, New York 19, 

New York 

5/26/53 

5/28/53 Material for Israel, 250 West 57 Street, 

New York City 

5/28/53 Irving Trust' Company- 1 Wall Street- New 

York City 
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Received Furnished Located 


5/28/53 


Bank . accounts 
of SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN* 20 
Pine Street* 
New York City 


I May* 1953 

Mail cover on 
SILVER and 
BERNSTEIN. 

20 pine Street* 

New York City 


5/28/53 
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May* 1953 
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Copies of this report have been designated far the Los 
Angeles and Washington Field Offices for information prposes inasmuch 
ftfl ilheae office* a re currently cond ucting investigations relative 
to | fin their areas and it is believed 

that~inrormation eontalhdd in TAKT report may be of assistance to them 
in their investigation. 
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xi^urre 


NEW YORK 

At New York. N. Y. 

„ 

,* Will eonduct investigation^ 

V NAHOM BERNSTEIN in connection with I 



dlYbwinfe activities 



7 








trmz ■ 


Director, FBI 
SAC, Rev York 





HAH$i BBRBBTKER, with aliases 
ESPIOSaGB - IS 
(Bufile 6?-59l84) 


Reference letter from the Bureau to Rev York (feted £pril : . 9 , 1951, 
and letter from the BufeAu to Rev York dated Hay. 29, 1951 . 

A review has been made of the files in the United States' District i 
Court, Southern District of Rev York, entitled United States vs.' Barddne, - 
United States vs. Weiss, and' United States vs. Goldstein: it was found thatT ''' 1 

the records. on file in the Clerk’s Office for the unite#. States Court, £kxath^£j-:j 
District of Rev 'BDrk,-'dM not cdrtifefW a tianscript" of the minutes' of tgg' oxte o^ 
tifese three trials". 


Court of the United 


'A further check was made with the Clerk, of the 
States Circuit Cpurt Of Appeals for the Second Circuit, located at Fble^S^ire, l 
y. m the case.. entitled United-States of ' ‘ i 


Rev York City. .. 

mzl£sa V. Gojtnsteih, HfeJABtin v Scli»artz, there were 

ferial and the testintony alven by RRHUtT BEBHSXSUR in a teeiiaihs^'he^i^^' 


r the" “testimony jiveirigr SjffiOT BRBRSTglR in a ' ; 

wire tapping «yideneev • Bafetf 'jihotfietirtic copies of the iteit;&eht ^teeti^i^c ' 
have been made,, and there are enclosed for the Bureau And WFfra copy'of this 
testimony, {toe copy vill be retained- in the Rev York files. 

It v±H be noted that the very beginning of the testimony which has 
been photostated starts out with the notation, "The reading of the testimony \ 
was resumed by Mr. Denny as follows," and then the testimony of HAHUM BEHHffiffijR / 
is set forth. This testimony, which runs from page- 1 67 through page 263, was : ‘ 
testimony as given by KAHBH BRHRSTBIR in a pre-trial hearing in the case United I ' 
States vs. Weiss. It had been stipulated by the attorneys for the Government 
and the attorneys for the defense that it would not be necessary to call the 7 . 
witnesses to testify to the same natter that they testified to in the Weiss casC 
•ind for this reason this testimony was read into the record in the case of United 
States against Goldstein. This is also true in regard to the testimony that 
appears relative to SILVIA SCHWARTZ which b contained in the minutes of the 
trial of. United States vs . Goldstein, page 264 through page 275 ■ 


The testimony that was included in the minutes of the case entitled 
United States vs. Goldstein, page 458 through page 479, was testimony actually 
given by HAHQK EERBSTEIB in the pre-trial hearing on wire tap evidence in that 
case. The minutes of the trial United States vs. Weiss in the Clerk's Office of 

DES:RAA 

65-153d 

Enclosure 

cc - Washington Field (wr" 1 
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the Circuit Court of Appeals did not contain the testimony of tta hum BERNSTEIN 
: as given in that case pre-trial hearing, hut it appears that this testimony has 
'"been quoted verbatim in the Goldstein case. The minutes of the case United 
: States vs. Nardone as contained in the Clerk's Office of the Circuit Court of 
Appeals did not contain any testimony by NAHUM BERNSTEIN. 


It will be noted that in the course of BERNSTEIN'S testimony he* tes- 
tified that a party by the name of SIMPSON, who was employed by the- Harle^'i 
Detective Agency, was in fact the one who actually installed the micrqpbar 1 $ 
and was engaged in tapping the telephone. In the course of the pre-trial tyW 
timony several of the records were played back for the benefit of the Court. -, 
Mr. SIMPSON was called upon to operate the recording machines. LLOYD PAUL \ 
SjUTHSR "vshc;. was attorney for the defense . requested that the gentle™*™ who was 
going to operate the machines he identified. He was finally identified $s 
HOBART R. SIMPSON and he was placed under oath by the Court. He was asked by 
the Court if he was requested to come by the United States Attorney, and he re- 
plied, "By Mr. Dailey," who was in fact one of the Assistant United States: At- 
torneys in this trial. He was also asked by the Court by whom he was employed, , 
and he replied by Mr. HARDS?, whose place of business vs® at 122 BaatJg nd x j 
Street, New York City. Mr. STRYKER asked him what kind of business they were 
engaged in, and Mr. SIMPSON said it was a detective agency. Mr. STRYKER asked ; 
SIMPSON, "Is it a private detective agency and a licensed detective agency?" 

Mr. IRVING XAUPMAN, the Assistant United States Attorney, said, "It is not a 
detective agency." But in reply to a question by Mr. STRYKER as to whether Mr. 
HARLEY was a licensed detective, SIMPSON advised that he was in fact a licensed S 
detective . 
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(The reading of the testimony was resumed by 
Mr. Denny as follows): 

*HU H U M A« . BERNSTEIN, called as a witness 
on behalf of the Defendants, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows; 

■DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRYKER; 

*Q. Mr. Bernstein, you wei-e a partner of Mr. Silvers? 
A. Silver, no "s" on it. 

"Q. You were a partner of Mr. Silver? A. Yes. 

"Q. How long have you been associated with this case? 
THE COURT: What do you mean by associated 

with this case? 


)tR. STRYKER: I will withdraw the question. 

M Q. Do you now represent various insurance companies 
complainants in this case in connection with an in- 
vestigation as to alleged frauds upon them? A. I would 
not say the companies were complainants in the c~.ee, but 
I represent the insurance companies in presenting certain 
wvidence to the United Stc.tes Attorney. 

H Q. Which companies are thoee? A. The Prudential. 
Insurance Company of America, the Metropolitan life In- 
surance Company, the New York Life Insurance Company and 
the Travelers Insurance Company. 

"Q. When did you be^in your employ -ent in this con- 
connection? A. I think it wss the early summer of 


Sp/a-er^/cS-C 

• , J39S-39 
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■ft. And you are still engaged In that, are you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

■ft. Would It be fair to say that you have devoted 
most of your time to It since that time? A. Personally? 

■ft. Yes. A. No, off and on. 

■ft. When did you first meet Messman? A. In the latter 
part of May, 1937. 

■ft. That was about the time of his arrest? A. No, 
that was after hie arrest. 

■ft. You never met him Ant 11 after his arrest? A. No. 

"ft. Which would be the latter part of May, 1937? 

A. Yes. 

"ft. You never personally talked to Messman until that 
time, did you? A. That Is quite right. 

"ft. And In order to get on, would that also be true 
with regard to the other Government witnesses known as 
Berger, Bpltt and Nelson? A. That is right. r- 

■ft. All those men had been arrested before you ever 1 

talked to them? A. That Is right. , J 

"ft. Before that time, before May of 1937, when they w 
were arrested, were their wire6 tapped? A. No, sir — 1 

"ft. Was Messman' s wire taoped? A. Prior to what date? 
"ft. The date of their arrest? 

■THE COURT: You have the statement made by Mr, 

Dailey that the Messman taps began January 21 * 1937, 



go over 
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January to April 16, 1937. You do not have to 
that. 

- Q. Will you tell the Court please, what you did in 
connection with the securing of those wire tappings? 

"THE COURT; What is important about th*=t? 

"MR. STRYKER; I will withdraw it." 

THE COURT; It should be January 29, not 21. 

That is a mistake. 

(Mr. Denney resumed the reading as follows;) 

"Q. Now, beginning at the time when the first tele- 
phone ws s tapped, did you from that time on eee the re- 
ports of the stenographer end the discs th?t were made? 

"MR. DAILEY: I Object to that. I cannot see 

what difference it makes. 

■THE COURT: Is this gentleman to be a witness 

at the trial? 

■MR. STRYKEh: He was not at the last trial, and 

I cannot say. 

"THE COURT: What difference does it make whether 

he saw the transcripts and the discs? 

"MR* STRYKER; I hope to prove from this in- 
formation secured that this gentleman went over various 
stories with various witnesses. 

"THE COURT: Then ask him th»t. 


Q. Did you after the arrest of these men, I'essman, 
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Berger, Spits end Nelson, talk to then on various oc- 
casions? A. At any tine after the arrest? 

"Q. Yes . A. Yes, I did, 

■Q. Did you talk to them when they were arrested? 

A. No, I did not. 

"Q. How long after they were arrested was it when you 
talked to them? A. Some time after all of them had con- 
fessed. I did not speak to any of them prior to their 
confessions. 

B <1. Do you know whether or not any of these telephone 
conversations were played to these men prior to the tine 
when they confessed? 

■THE COURT: I will have to restrict that ques- 

tion. Were you present at any time when any records were 
played to these men or ?ny of them prior to their various 
confessions? 

■THE WITNESS; No, sir. 

■Q. Did you learn who it was that played those 
records to theee witnesses, if any one did? 

*THE COURT: That is assuming that someone did. 

He could not learn unless he was there. 

■MR. STRYKER: He could be told. 

■THE COURT: I am not interested in hereaay. 

STRYKER: Just so I nave my ii£tention plain: 

My purpose is to pursue this in accordance with this case 
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and ascertain whether or not it be a fact that the play- 
ing of these telephone talks induced their confessions 
and subsequently their becoming witnesses. 

•THE COURT j The best way to do that would be to 
ask then. 

•MR. 8TRYJCLR: Ask who, your Honor? 

• THE COURT: The men who made the confessions. 

•MR. STRYKER: That is one way. 

■THE COURT: That is the direct way. 

•MR. STRYKER: I should imagine I would not be 

bound by their testimony, but I might indicate those of 
the Government acting with them. 

•THE COURT: This witness has said no record 

was played to any of these men in his presence. W e will 
accept that as a fact. 

“Q. I would appreciate it if you will tell me, if 
his Honor allows it, whether you learned thst, Just the 
fact, yes or no, from one of the Assistant United States 
Attorneys that these conversations were played to these 
men on their arrest or shortly thereafter? 

"THE COURT: Your question assumes by putting 

into the witness' mouth that you learned a cert?in fact. 
That assumes it is true. I will just have to pay th?t I 
do not care to hear from this witness whether anybody ever 
told him anything about these records, because if some- 
body did, it might not re the fact. 
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"MR. STRYKER; I do not wish heresay, but I 
wish to ascertain that from which I *ay produce legal 
evidence, I will take an exception, 

"Q. Mr. Bernstein, did you talk with these men about 
their alleged participation in these frauds and their 
alleged participations with the defendants? 

"MR. DAILEY; I object to that because if he did 
talk it must have been after they confessed. 

"THE COURT; He says he did not speak to any of 
then until they had confessed. 

"Q. After that, did you talk to them? 

"MR. DAILEY: That would not make any difference. 

"MR. STRIKER; I submit it goes directly to the 
issues involved in this proceeding. 

■I will withdraw the question, 

"Q. Mr. Bermtein, did you personally hear these taps 

✓ 

played regardless of whether the witnesses were present or 
not? A. When do you mean, any particular time? 

"Q. Well, from time to time after they were recorded? 
A. I heard some records played when they were being 
transcribed shortly before the trial. That was during 
the period prior to the actual trial when I was in the 
courtroom and they were playing them and the United States 
Attorneys were present and I was present. 

"Q. Did you ever hear any of then before that? A. I 


don't think I did, 
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"Q. Did you have the typewritten transcripts of the 
conversation before the trial? A. Did I have them? No. 

■Q. Did you see them? A» I think I may have seen some. 

"Q. When did you first begin to see them and how long 
did they go? A. I an not just sure when. During the 
course of preparing the case I may have seen a few on oc- 
casion when one of the United States Attorneys saw fit 
to show them to me. 

■THE COURT; Referring to this exhibit, did you 
see any of these transcripts before or after you inter- | 

viewd any of these defendants, Messman, Spit*., B e rger or i 

Kelson? ! 

■THE WITNESS: I may have seen some. I think ^ 

perhpa.8 I did. 

■THE C^URT: Before you interviewed them? 

■THE WITNESS: Yes. 

As a matter of fact these transcript* were made by 
stenographers that you paid for, weren't they? A. Our 
joint firm* paid for them, yes, sir. 

■Q. They were paid by you or your legal associates? 

A. Yes, sir. 

■THE COURT; V?ere they stenographers in your 
office or outside stenographers? 

■THE WITNESS: The Government asked us whether 

we could furnish stenographers who were experienced m this 
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field and we told them we would, and we turned certain 
girls over to the Government. 

"THE COURT; They were your employees? 

"THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

"THE CO'HT: Prior to that time? 

"THE WITNESS; Yes, sir. 

"Q. Having in mind the answers you have just given to 
the Court, won't you tell me whether or not a6 these 
employees of yours recorded these conversations, they did 
not show them to you? A. They did not. 

"Q. Did not someone vhow them to you? A. No, sir. I 
can tell you if you went me to explain how I came to see 
them. 

"Q. Yes, surely. A. Occasionally from time to time 
either Mr. D e ilev or Mr. Kaufman or one of the assistants 
on the case might occasionally show me a record they got, 
pointing out to me the facts contained in them in the 
course of discussing the case with them while the case was 
being prepared. My only knowledge of the records c-me 
from the Assistant United States Attorney. 

"Q. Where did these employees of yours transcribe their 
notes? A. They transcribed them — 

"THE COURT; You mean, where did they dc the 

"THE WITNESS: Right where they worked. 


typing? 
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"Q. Where did they dictate them and what did they do 
with them? A. Inspector 8hea used to call for them at the 
end of each day. That was the arrangement and he took 
them to the United States Attorney* s office. 

Were you at the United States Attorney * 9 office 
practically every day from then on to the arreet? A. No, 
sir. 

"Q. W e re you at the United States Attorney’s office 
very frequently? A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. And you were there in connection with this case, 
weren’t you? A. That ie quite right. 

"Q. And you knew your employees were taking these 
records? A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Didn't you ask anyone to he shown these records 
as they came along? 

■THE U3UURT: You are not going to cross examine. 

He has told you he did not see them. 

■MR. STRYKER: I withdraw it. I am sorry. 

"Q. Do you remember any particular records you saw? 

A. No, I do not. 

■Q. Whet? A. I don't remember any particular records. 

"Q. Etr you remember seeing the telephone interception 
of February 19th between Berger and I'esaman regarding a 
proposed visit to Mr. ’.Veiss’ office on the following dry? 

A. No, sir. 
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"Q. You never saw that? A. I don't think so. I saw 
vei^few records, 

"Q. Did you ever see Tth&t after the arrest? A. I don* t 
recall whether I did or not, 

"Q. Now after the arrest and after these various men 
pleaded guilty were you even more frequently at the United 
States Attorney's office? A, Yes, than in the previous 
period. 

"Q. Would it he faiy, and if it would not, will you 
give me + the fact - tell me whether you were there four days 
out of five during that pericd? A. For parts of the day, 

I should say, 

"Q. And during those times did you talk with these 
people. Nelson, Eerger, Spitz and T^essman? A. Occasionally 

I did. 

»Q. And you talked about the case? A. Yee, sir. 

"Q. Did you talk with them after you had read various 
of the telephone interceptions that the Government had 
shown you? A. Well, I had read a few of them; I hadn't 
read many, I cannot recall any particular conversation I 
ever read. I just have a recolleotion that I must have 
seen some of them, 

"Q. Was V. r. Silver there more frequently than you? 

A. No, far less frequently, 

"Q. Naturally in preparing the c-’se for trial or in 
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helping to prepare it, which I assume is what you were 
doing, you went over the various narratives of these 
witnesses? 

■THE COURT: That is quite a recitation. 

■MR. STRYKER: I will withdraw the question. 

■Q. Did you go over with — 

■THE COURT: Did you help prepare the case for 

trial? 

Please take that question. Did you help prepare 
the case for trial? A. Certain aspects of it, I did. 

■Q. Did you help prepare for trial with respect to 
the aspects of testimonial evidence? A. To the extent th*t 
I spent most of ray time culling from among the files be- 
longing to ray clients, the insurance companies, informa- 
tion which 1 thought would be valuable and which the 
United States Attorney requested me to get for him. 

■THE COURT; Getting down tc th- point, what I 
want to know is how ouch of your preparation involved the 
testimony of these men Meesrasn, Berger, Spitz and Nelson. 

■THE WITNESS: My only connection with their 

testimony was — 

THE COURT: How much of your time ip the pre- 

paration, for trial involved them? 

"THE WITNESS: V e ry little. 

■TKI COURT: What does very little meon? 
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■THE WITNESS: Occasionally in the presence of 

the United States Attorneys I would be working with them 
end I would ask them, aask these witnesses, how this paper 
came to be signed, ox when this paper was sent to the com- 
panies. That would be in the presence of the United 
States Attorney. That is the extent to which I helped. 

"THE COURT: When you sey I would ask how did tfcie 

or that peper come tobe signed are you referring to papers 
you had taken from the miscellaneous files? 

"THE WITNE88: I am referring tc the papers in 

the files relating- to their cases which we had from the 
ineurcnce companies. 

"Q. Did you or did you not talk with these four men 
regarding the testimony they would give at the trial? 

A. Yes, regarding these aspects of their testimony. 

"Q. Did you do that on one or more occasions? A. On 
more than one. 

"Q. On a great many? A. The trial briefs were soon 
completed. It was over a period of a few weeks. 

"Q. Would it be correct to say that over a. period of 
three or four weeks you talked with them practically every 
day regarding the testimony they would give at the trial of 
the present defendants? A. Not practically every day. 

H Q. About four days out of five? A. I w^uldn* t say 


that 
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17.9 


| "Q. Three out of five? A. Something like that, 

p "q* And during that period you did talk to them ^bout 

their testimony? A. I did* 

■q. Did you go over with these witnesses the various 
record papers that your clients had, euch as proofs of 
claim? A* Yes. 

■q. And would it be fair to assume that you did that 
thoroughly? 

■THE COURT: You wouldn't expect him to say he 

didn»t do it thoroughlyy. 

■q* And that means you went overall of the proofs of 
J olaim that finally were sorted out as being exhibits which 

you thought were relevant to this issue? A. That is right. 

"q« And that would include Exhibit 210, namely, the 
proof of claim signed by Heasman and Berger, one signature 
being dated February 20th and the other February 22nd. You 
remember that exhibit? A. Yes, I remember it. 

■Q. And you went over that? A. I don't remember 
specifically going over it, but T assume I did. 

"Q. From the practice which you followed would it be a 
fair statement? 

"THE COURT: He says it is likely th^t he did. 

"Q. When you went over that exhibit, did v ox el so not 
go over the tap of the telephone call which wee intercepted 
on the 19th of February end which indicated th^t these two 
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men among themselves had prepared or intaaded to go down 
to Ur. Weiss* officd on the following day? 

"THE COURT: Ur. Stryker meant to say in hie 

question, assuming that you saw that exhibit, did you 
see in connection with it the transcript of the telephone 
tap to which he Jias alluded. 

"Q. Will you take the question as amended by the 
Court. A. I don* t remember whether I did or not; I doubt 
it very much. 

"Q. Would you say that at some time you had these 
transcripts of these telephone interceptions with you 
when you talked to the witnesses? A. No, not while speak- 
ing to the witnesses. I say I was occasionally shown 
these", transcript s, a few of them, not many; and I cannot 
remember right now any of them specifically. 

"Q At the time these interceptions were made you re- 
garded that as proper practice? A. x Certainly. 

"Q. Therefore, there was nP i feeling, there wes no 
reason why you would refrain — 

"THE COURT: Are you cross examining the witness? 

"MR. STRYKER: I don' t know. Do you think I am? 

"T'-E COURT: Yes. 

"iCR. STRYKER: Then I will withdraw it. 

"Q. Did these men tell you that they had heard these 
telephone conversations ployed to them? 
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■THE COURT: Meaning these four named ^en? 

*1R. STRYKER: Yes, sir, I am doing that to save 

tine, 

■Q. The ones you have spoken of so often? A, No, sir. 

■Q, Is this the fact, that at no time during these 
weeks of preparation of these witnesses, neither you hor 
they mentioned the wire taps, is thot right? A. No, that 
is not right. You asked whether they said they had any 
played to them. We never discussed that. They had al- 
ready confessed. 

"Q. Did they talk about the wire taps? A. I don't 
recall any conversation about the wire taps; there might 
have been. It was a matter everybody thought quite 
proper. I may have seen some of them, but I don't 
remember discussing the contents of any of them. I believe 
I was present at sorae conferences in the office among the 
District Attorneys. 

■THE COURT: You don't mean you cannot separate 

the District Attorneys from the defendants? 

"THE WITNES8: No. Sometimes defendants were 

present and I cannot Separate them. 

■Q. TThat is your best recolD ecti °n as to whether or not 
sc anytime you talked over with any of these four men, 

Kessman, Berger, Nelson snd Spitz, the fact of the wire 
tapping or the contents or substance of the wire t*ps; did 
you or did you not discuss those things at any time with 
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I an n^t sure* 


t e the Harley Detective Agency 
ine? A. I hired the apparatus 


you remember, about January, 
it was required* 


remember? JL* I think it wa 


1936, did you use them then? 


"Q. Where did you use the Harley people in August, 
1936? A. We had their apparatus installed at 280 Broadway* 
"Q. This w?s the Kipnis office? A*. Yes, sir* 

" Q. Was that done with the assistance of the United 
States Government or the police? A. We did it ourselves. 

"Q. Mr. Shea v:ao not quite equ-.-l to that. W a s that a 
machine designed to overhear or tske down telephone conver- 
sations, as well as recording conversations in a room? 

“THE C." T JRT: You are way beyond me. I didn* t. know 

there was any machine thr-t took anything down. 

"MR. STRYKER: Strike it out. 

"Q. This Harley Detective Agency rented you a machine? 
A. That is right. 
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•Q. Whet kind of a machine was it? A. It was a 
phonograph recording machine upftn which you can record 
conversations from any souroe that are led into the 
daobine. Any wire that led into the machine would be 
recorded* 

■BY TH* COURT: 

•Q. That is not the same as the Diotsphone? A. There 
may oe a dictaphone on the other end and the conversation? 
on the dictaphone would be recorded in this machine. 

What was in Kipnis’s office, what kind of s 
machine? A. There was a microphone on the wall and that 
led up into another room on the floor above, and all con- 
versations that were had in the room could be recorded on 
that phonograph apparatus. 

•BY MR. STRYKER: 

Was there also something connected with the tele- 
phone? A. The telephone itself was connected to that 
machine. In Kipnis's office there was a phone, and the 
phone company installed an extension of that phone on the 
fifth floor, and that extension telephone was placed into 
the machine. 

Th-i s machine would do two things, it would record, 
what people said in a room without reference to telephone 
wires? A. That is right. 

•Q.. And as it recorded them it would piece the conver— 
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sat lone on a disc very much like singing them to a gramo- 
phone record? A. That is right. 

■Q> It had another function, it was in some way con- 
nected with the telephone? A. That is right. 

"Q. How was it connected with the telephone? A. The 
phone company had installed an extension phone on the fifth 
floor so that a person making a call on the fourth floor 
in Kipnis’s office, that conversation could be listened 
into on the extension on the fifth floor, and that 6x- 
tension was hooked up with the recording apparatus so it 
could aleo be recorded on the discB while being listened 
to on the extension phone. 

The result was that incoming and’ outgoing calls on 
the telephone in that office were intercepted on that 
machine and recorded on it? A. No, only those were re- 
corded \that Hr. Kipnie arranged in advance should be re- 
corded. Very few were recorded. 

"Q. Such as were desired to be listened to were over- 
heard through the instrumentality of this machine which was 
attached to the telephone and which in turn recorded on a 
disc what was heard, is that right? A. Exactly, thst is 
right. 

"Q. Was the same kind of machine that w? = used there 
in August , 1936, in Kipnis' s office, was th=t the same type 
or kind as was used In Jan aery, 1337? A, Well, I don't 







"Berndtein— direct 

know. I am not familiar with that. It was obtained 
from the same people. 

"Q. So far as you kn >w, it was the sane? A. So far 
as I know it was the same. 

"Q. Did the Harley Detective Agency furnish you in 
August, 1936, the records of these talks, whatever number 
there were, I think somebody said about ten, token in the 
Aipnis office in August, 1936? A. Tes. 

■Q. Did they do the same thing in January, 1937? 
k,' I understand they did not. I understand it was al- 
together different. 

*Q« I am speaking of whkt you remember. A. No, they 

did not. 

*Q. What do you mean by different? In August, they 
gawe you the discs so you could hear them? A. Yes. 

And you had a machine so you could hear the discs 
played? A. That is right. 

■Q. That was in August? A. Yea. 

*Q. Did you continue to have that reproducing mechanism 
in your office in January, 1937? A. No. 

"Q. Where was that done then? A. I am not sure. I 
think the United States Attorneys had one. 

»Q. What became of the one you used In August., 1936? 

! A. W© returned all the apparatus back to John S. Harley 
}ust as soon as we were finished with our investigation. 
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That was prior to the time we brought the evidence to the 
United States Attorney's office. 

"Q. V.hen this recording began to take place in January, 
1937, naturally as a lawyer you were Interested in knowing 
about that? A. Certainly. 

■ft. Did you ask anyone about that or have them 
played off to you? A* Certainly not. I spent most of my 
time with the United States Attorney. Nobody was playing 
them. 

"Q. I am not cross examining — 

"THE COURT: You mean not very much. I want to 

get the fact 8 as much as you do. 

"MR. STRYKER: If I seem to cross examine, it is 

unfortunate and when your Honor thinks I trespass, if you 
will indicate, I will bow to your decision at once. 

"Q. Has this machine used in August of 1936, or a 
similar type to the machine used in the Midtown Hosiery, 

132 East 28th Street, Friedman's place? 

"THE COURT: If you made a ooraparieen you may 

state. Did you? 

A. I looked at the two machines and they looked alike. 

"ft. As far as you know they were the same? A. As far 
as I know they looked alike. 

"ft. And did that machine in Friedman's place, the 
Midtown Hosiery, 132 East 38th Street, did that record 
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WBT«r«ation» intercepted? 

Silver S OOURTt If you know. 

A4** iTWv intthe muso way. 

e 7 ia(^. When *a« that used? A. Somewhere around the 

m*m#r of 1936. 

> r. ' low, Mr. Bernstein, let me ask you this: Your 

!#*•**** in. hearing the results of these interceptions 
wsw-not any less, was it, in January and the audceeding 
woctths of 1937, than it was in August, 1936? 

* THE COURT: You don't want him to compare hie 

respective interests, do you? You want facts. 

“ "MR. STRYKER: I want to probe hie memory and 

refresh it. Sometimes you may have to ask a question of 
that kind. If your Honor thinks it is objectionable, I 
will withdraw it. 

■ft. Another point: Ie it or is it not a fact 

that the information you revealed to Inspector Shea when 
ha dal led at your office, I think he said in December, 

1936, did that information include the stenographic 
transcripts of these conversations overheard or recorded 
by this machine in August, 1936? A. Yes, it did. 

"ft. All of them, did it not? A. Everything. 

■GROSS EXAMINATION BY MR. DAlhEY ; 

"ft. Mr. Bernstein, tell us how your firm and the other 
firm became interested in this investigation? A. The firm 
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bf Hodges, Re ari a, P ant al ej ^nl— A Downey and. our own firm. 

Silver A Bernstein, were jointly retained to investigate 
• the insuraHoe disability frauds. W e Proceeded to obtain 
V •▼idence of the activities of people involved in the 
'frauds. When we had gathered all our evidence together 
in the fora of statements and documentary proof and actual 
recorded conversations proving the fraud in operation we 
otaie to Mr. Lamar Hardy and yourself, United States 
Attorneys, with officials of the insurance companies and 
'presented you with all that evidence. Then Inspector Shea 
'■ "**■*'' assigned by Mr. Hardy and we were asked if we would 
turn over all our reoords and files and we gave complete 
aoeees to those reoords and files to the Government and 
' •Mr. Hardy said he wanted me and Mr. Silver, if possible, to 
oone to 'the United States Attorney's office and aid in the 
KV pfep&ratlo* of these oases. We told Mr. Hardy that Mr. 

Silver'd time could not be spent to any great extent in 
• this t but I would spend such time as I could in aiding them. 

"Q. And since that time you have been assisting the 
Whited 8tates Attorney? A. Yes, sir. 

«Q. Y©u testified you never telked to Messman, Nelson, 
"Berger and Spitz, until after they had confessed? A. That 
is correct. 

■q. Did your conversations with them thereafter have to 
do with the - if you know - have to do with the development 
of new avenues of research or more detailed statements 
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of the testimony they had ajLready given? 

STRYKER; It see/.'s to me th-t is a con- 
clusion that ton' t help us. 

"THE COURT: What he means is, did it have t > do 

with t: is case or other crsee. ’.' e re you talking about 
this case or others, is that what you mean? 

">£R. DAILEY: I wlli withdraw that question and 

ask this queetion: 

"Q. Had the witnesses with whom you had conferred 
already given a complete confession of their part in the 
crime at the time you spoke to them? 

"THE COURT: ’’’he witness could not by any stretch 

of imaginati.n answer that. How does he know whether the 
confession w-f complete or n't? 

"MP. DAIIEY: I 7/ill withdraw the question. 

Ho further questions." 

"THE COURT: We wil 1 resume Monday morning, 

gentlemen, at 10.30. 

MR. LOEB; If your Honor please, may I at this 
thime, pursuant to a conversation I had with Mr. Talley 
yesterday, respectfully ask' that the defendant Rubin be 
paroled in the custody of his attorney record? 

MR. DAIIEY: I have no objection. It has been 

represented to me that it is either th->t or go to jail, end 
he has always teen available tc the United States Attorney 
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whenever we wanted hln; bo I have no objection to his 
continuing hie parole. 

TOE COURT; Then let us have it understood 
j£hat there will be no change, but of course the United 
States Attorney reserves the right to call it to the 
attention of the Court if he deems necessary* 

MR. IjCEB: Yes. 

MR. DAILEY: May l aay something, your Honor? 

In glancing over the testimony of Dr. Messman, which is 
quite a bit, your Honor will reoall that a great deal, 
almost half of it, if not more, was taken up with the 
cross examination of the mathematical perjury, which 
never added up very much. 

THE COURT: On the 19th of February? 

UP. DAILEY: Yes. And I do not think these 

gentlemen will have any interest in it at all, end I was 
wondering perhaps if we oould not save time by celling 
Dr* Messman instead of reading all this cross examina- 
tion, which was cross examination in connection with the 
other trial, into the record. 

THE COURT; liy suggestion would oe this, gen- 
tlemen: ts that the only copy of Dr. Mes man's testi- 

mony th-t is available, the one you hold in your hend, 

Mr. Dsiley? , 


•MR. DAI T FY : 


I imagine the stenographers 
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office got up additional copies. 

THE COURT: Well , would you be willing to lend 

that copy to defendant** counsel if they return it to 
yout 

MR. DAILEY; Yes. 

THE COURT; I suggest that you gentlemen, one 
or two of you, run over Tr. Messman* s testimony between 
now and Monday, and the chances are that you will find 
that you will agree entirely with what Mr. Dailey says. 
There is a great deal of repititious and unnecessary 
matter, and perhaps we can save time by having Messman 
on the stand. I suggest that you look at it. 


(Adjourned to Monday, May 27, 1940, st 10.30 


o'clock A. M. ) 


j 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

vs . 

DR. MAXIMILIAN GOLDSTEIN, 

•t al. 

New York, Way 27, 1S40; 

10.30 A.M. 

HEARING RESUMED. 

MR. DAILEY: Would your Honor adjourn the 

• antence of Joseph J. Weis a for a week? I have not had 
much opportunity to talk to him, and I understand the 
Probation Department la not ready either. 

THE COURT: A week from today? The 3rd? 

MR. DAILEY: The 3rd of June, yes, sir. 

THE COURT: All right, gentlemen. 

(Mr. Denney resumed the reading aa follows:) 
■NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN, resumed the stand: 
•REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRYKER: 

■Q. Will you please tell me the name, and if you have 
it, the address of the man who Installed whatever in- 
strument was installed on or in the telephone in that 
Kipnis and Friedman office. Do you know that? A. Yes. 

*0,. Who was it? A. It was Mr. Arthur Simpson of John 
S. Harley, Incorporated. 

■MR. STRYKER:. Is he here? 

""MR. DAILEY: No, he Is not. I think Mr. 

Bernstein knows. 

"MR. STRYKER: I suggest that I defer pressing 
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t&b 1 Motion and request your Honor to defer decision until 
I can get the best evidence of this matter. 

£ic/ir, "THE COURT: Mr. Bernstein is an attorney and I 

think we can rely on his statement. If he knows and is 
able to explain this instrument he jrill say so, and if he 
dhh not, I would expect him to say^that. 

- Q* - Were you present when this device was placed in 
ifcfs telephone instrument? A. Yes, I was. 

, - r *Q. You are not a technician, of co urse ? A. No. 

*Q. Give me as a lawyer your best statement of'^what* 
the Instrument looked like and where you saw it placed. 
if. 1 ‘ You are speaking of the instrument in the room or the 
recording instrument? 

•THE COURT: Tell us what all the mechanical 

setup consisted of within the room. 

•THE WITNESS: In Mr. Kipnls » room on the wall 

there was a microphone. That microphone would pick up all 
of the talk in that room.* 

THE COURT: May I interrupt for a minute? Are 

we getting into now the listening device in 280 
Broadway? 

MR. DAILEY: Yes, I think so. 

THE COURT: Now, is there any use being made of 

the room conversations in this present case? 

MR. DAILEY: Yes, that will be gone into. 

(The reading- of the testimony was resumed as 
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follows ) : 

•From that microphone a pair of wires ran up to the fifth 
floor. Those wires — 

•THE COURT; Was that one floor above? 

“THE WITNESS: One floor above. Kipnls ' room was 

on the fourth floor. 

•Q. Go ahead. A. Mr. Simpson installed those wires. 
They had nothing to do with the telephone. They were 
hooked on to the microphone and ran across the courtyard and 
up into the upstairs room. Those wires were attached to a 
switching device in the upstairs room, they were on ter- 
minals, and when the switch on the switching device was 
turned to these terminals it would make a connection with 
the recording machine. 

"The recording machine consisted of an amplifier. 

I don’t know the nature of it, except it is for the purpose 
of amplifying the sound. And from the amplifier they ran 
on to turn-tables, there were two of them, so that at the 
conclusion of one record, the other one would start and you 
had an overlapping conversation at the end. 

"Q. I would like to cover each point. What you are 
now talking about is something separate and distinct from 
the telephone wire? A. Entirely distinct. 

"Q,. Now, what other device — 

"THE COURT: Have you told us all about that? 
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•THE WITNESS: '■‘■'hat is the complete hookup as I 

know it, of the microphone. The room conversations could 
be recorded regardless of the telephone as if there was 
no telephone in existence. 

■ft. That device would pick up the conversation of a 
person present in the room talking over the phone? A. 

Jeo, one-half of the conversation. 

"ft. Yes, I am confining myself to that. A. It could 
do it, hut as a practical matter, it did not because as 
soon as the telephone went on, if the people wanted to 
record the telephone conversation they would have to 
disconnect the microphone, and then if the telephone con- 
versation was recorded you would get both sides of that 
conversation. 

■ft. Did this microphone or not pick up and record 
through the discs or through earphones to stenographers all 
conversations in the room, including at least the conver- 
sation of any person in the room who talked through the 
telephone? A. It did not, as a matter of fact. It had 
tbe potentialities of doing it. If they operated on that 
basis they eould, but they didn’t do it. 

■ft. You weren’t there all the time? A. No. 

■ft. I mean, who would know what happened when you 
jj weren’t there, Simpson? A. Miss Schwarts would know more 
[ | than anybody. 
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■Q. Was she employed by you? A. By us. 

"Q. A he is available In the event that ve want to call 
her? A. Yes. 

"Q. Now, let me ask this question: Is Dictaphone the 

' proper name for it? A. Microphone. 

"Q. Over and above that, were there any other instru- 
mentalities of any kind in that room? A. No, not in that 
room. 

■THE COURT: You are speaking of the fifth floor? 

■MR. STRYKER: The lower floor. 

*Q. That would be the fourth floor? A. The fourth 
floor, yes* 

"Q. Were there any instrumentalities of any kind fixed 
to, attached to or Inserted in any telephone Instrument on 
the fourth floor? A. No. 

■Q. Were there any instrumentalities of any kind af- 
fixed to a telephone on the fifth floor? A. Yes. 

■Q. Please tell us exactly what those were? A. You 
must first understand that the telephone on the fifth- floor 
was an extension of the telephone on the fourth floor that 
was Installed by the telephone company. 

Let me get that. We all have extensions in our 
cfflces from one room to another. Now, was this what we 
understand as the ordinary extension, in other words, the 
wire was extended but Instead of being extended to another 
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f«fB M the tame floor, it was run up the fifth floor? 

A* Elect ly that, the ordinary extension. 

What was done of your knowledge with that extension 
telephone? A, I don*t know the technical way in which it 
«he &e*e> hut the wire that runs into the ear mechanism, 

> - >1 /. r ' "THE COURT : The receiver , 

r „ r5i . "THE WITNESS: The receiver, was connected to 

aeother set of terminals on the machine. 


•ft, You were talking about what the Judge says we all 
understand as the receiver. A, That is the idea, 

•Q, And you were speaking about the receiver on the 
fifth floor? A. That is right. 

•ft. Was someth ing put in or on that re ceiver? A. 

Seme th ing was put on that ra shly er. 

.•ft, Wha t was tb *»t t^ in F ? A - arhat la the technical par t 

I don’t know. 

"q. Did you see i t put on? A, I may have, but I didn’t 
un derstand It- 

■ft, I Just want to see if we can save time without 
getting the technical man. Was something put on? 

"THE COURT: What did it do? 

"THE WITNESS: So that any conversation coming 

over that telephone, if he wanted it to, could be recorded 
on the recording machines, provided you threw the switch 
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off th© microphone and switched it on the telephone. 

"Q. Then there was a device of some kind on that re- 
ceiver, on the telephone extension on the fifth floor, 
which was so constituted, without trying to state how, 
through electrical processes, was so constituted that a 
person other than a person holding the receiver to his ear, 
could receive the messages which came over that wire to the 
person holding the receiver to his ear; is that right? 

A. That is right, 

•Q. With what was that device connected? A. With a 
switching device. 

■Q. Can you give me a better description than that? 

A. Yes, it was essentially four terminals, two to the 
microphone and two to the telephone extension, so if you 
switch to the terminal of the microphone, the microphone 
conversation would be fed to the recording machine, and if 
you wanted the telephone conversation you would have to 
disconnect that and switch it to the other. 

"Q. There was a device on this receiver connected with 
an instrument which by the mere throwing of a switch would 
enable an additional machine known as a recording device to 
record the messages that came over that t elephone to that 
extension receiver. Is that a fair statement? A. That is 
true. 

"Q. You, I take it, do not have personal knowledge of 
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irtut was done there when you were not there? A. Only what 
the practice was. We had a regular practice. 

"Q, But you would not have knowledge of what was done 
other than what people reported to you? A. Except when I 

Ints there • 

*Q. You were not there for extended periods? A. No, 
from time to time I would op In. 

My question is directed to this machine. You 
Ifrdpped in from time to time? A. Yes. 

■Q. That would be a few minutes? A. Sometimes longer. 

*Q. This instrument was on all day long? A. No. You 
see, the instrument would only come on when e conversation 
was arranged for in advance, and we generally knew in 
advance when there was to be a conversation. 

*Q. The Instrument was in the receiver all the time? 

A. Yes, but we didn't listen to all conversations. 

*Q. The instrument continued in the telephone receiver 
from the time it was placed in it until it was taken out, 
is that right? A. Not the recording instrument. The 
wires, yes. 

*Q. This thing that was put inside the receiver, that 
remained continuously in the receiver until it was taken 
out? A. That is right. 

*Q. When was it put in and when taken out? A. I don’t 
know the exact date. I should Judge it was put In in the 
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summer of 1936, and ran for perhaps a month or two there- 
after. 

“Q. A month or two? A. Yes. 

"q. During that month or two, whichever It was, there 
were very many hours of the day when you personally were 
not there and don’t know what transpired there from your 
own knowledge. Is that fair? A. Yes, except let me point 
out that it was only occasionally that any conversations 
were recorded. We knew a conversation was coming. For 
instance, I would receive a phone call that a conversation 
was to he had. 

"Q. You were describing what you tell us was the 
system you instituted as to the use of this? A. No. Al- 
though I was not there very frequently, I was there a great 
deal when the conversations were taken down. Sometimes a 
few days would elapse without a conversation. 

*Q. When you tell us what was done there in your 
absence you were speaking of orders and directions or in- 
structions you gave about a system? A. When I was not 
there, yes. 

"Q. Miss Schwartz was the lady who was there through- 
out the time this instrument was on? A. Yes. 

"Q. And Mr. Simpson, is that the name of the man we 
had in the last trial? A. Yes. 

n Q. Ke was there? A. Yes. 
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-t'HU HP* of your own knowledge other than what was 
reported te you by those two persons, do you know what, 

1£ pay, conversations which came through the telephone and 
through this instrumentality were recorded? A, Do I 
]p0w,Alch ones were recorded, you say? 

*Q. Of your own knowledge. A. I would say I know most 
of them of my own knowledge. 

, "Q. I am talking of your own knowledge. A. I under- 

stand that. 

*Q. I don't question you saw what was reported to you, 
but your knowledge goes to that only. A. I was present 
when most of the conversations were had. 

“THE COURT: Did you listen to the conversations? 

“THE WITNESS: Yea, you could hear it right off 

the record. 

"Q. I would like to clear this up. Other than those 
you personally listened in to, you had no knowledge other 
than what was reported to you as to what was done or over- 
heard or reported through that instrument at times when you 
were not present. Is that a fair statement? A. That is 
correct. 

"Q. Now were certain stenographic reports or transcripts 
furnished to you of conversations overheard In this way? 

A. Yes. 

n Q. Where with reference to this receiving instrument 
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which had this device in it were the stenographers? 

“THE COURT: I want to know whether you were 

talking about the conversations recorded through the 
microphone as well as the conversations recorded through 
the telephone. 

"MR. STRYKER: T will try to make that clear. 

"Q. Eliminating from your thought and from my question 
for the moment conversations heard on the extension wire 
from the microphone, let us leave those out for the moment. 

Is it a fact that stenographic notes or reports of the 
conversations coming over that wire and through that in- 
strument other than the microphone were written out and 
furnished you? 

"THE COURT: In other words, you were talking 

about the telephone taps? 

A. That is correct. 

"Q. Now, a transcript of those were given you? A. Yes, 

sir. 

"Q. About how many of them were there? A. I don’t know 
offhand . 

"Q. Give us your best recollection, twenty? A. About 
that, perhaps. 

"MR. STRYKER : As to the documents to which the 

witness has just referred, I should think my motion was 
clearly tenable. 
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"THE COURT: Are you renewing your motion as to 

transcripts of telephone conversations? 

"MR. STRYKER: Yea, air. 

"THE COURT: «hat have you to say as to that, 

Mr. Dailey? 

"MR. DAILEY: Two Judges, and I think three in 

this court, have held that such conversations having been 
intercepted do not contitute telephone taps within the 
meaning of Section 605. I believe two of those cases to 
which I have referred are now on appeal before the Circuit 
Court of Appeals to ascertain whether they are telephone 
taps. So far as the Government is concerned, we do not 
feel they are taps. If they are taps certainly Mr. Stryker 
should have made available to him the contents of those 
messages. 

"THE COURT: Why aren't they telephone taps? 

"MR. DAILEY: Because it is done, for one reason, 

with the consent of the person who is a subscriber to the 
telephone. He knew all about it. 

"THE COURT: That goes to the question of consent, 

but physically they are telephone taps. 

"MR. DAILEY: No more than when you tell your 

secretary to pick up a telephone and listen to a conver- 
sation you were having with someone outside. 

"THE COURT: I simply want to get the mechanical 
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operation straight* Mechanically they are taps, whether 
they are authorized is quite apart from the question I am 
potting to you* 

*MR. DAILEY: Yea, in that way, I would say they 

are taps* 

•THE COURT: What is the difference between those 

and other taps? 

"MR. DAILEY: In the ordinary tap neither party 

knows anything about it* Somebody without authority puts 
in an instrument* 

•THE COURT: Your position is based on the ground 

that Kipnis consented, is that it? 

•MR. DAILEY: I assume that Is the only distinction 

between the two, 

"THE COURT: I just want to know that I understand 

it. You say he consented to this and his consent is to be 
differentiated from the consent discussed by Mr. Justice 
Roberts* 

"MR. DAILEY: That Is right. 

"MR. STRYKER: Your Honor has clarified the 

situation and I gather that it now gets to the point that 
clearly these things we are talking about, these telephones 
interceptions are indicated, and we are entitled to them, 
unless we are not entitled to them by reason of the word 


consent* 
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*THE COURT: Yes. 

"MR. STRYKER: On that point maybe you will hear 

me for a moment. 

"THE COURT: Surely." 

MR. DAILEY: I wonder if we would save time by 

eliminating this, because those were finally turned over, 
you know. 

THE COURT: Yes, that is true. 

Is it satisfactory not to read all this colloquy? 

MR. YOUNG: Yes. I think we can agree that the 

colloquy be omitted at this point. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows): 

"Q. Now, Mr. Bernstein, so I will once and for all 
have it clear, were there any other instrumentalities of 
any kind in that office on the fourth or fifth floor other 
than the normal instrumentalities of the telephone company? 
A. Not other than I have described. 

"Q. Did this instrument that was connected with this 
disc in the telephone receiver, was that the same type of 
mechanism for recording conversations as was used in con- 
nection with all the other or subsequent telephone taps 
on Me 33 man’s wire and the other ones? 

"THE COURT: I don't quite understand your ques- 

tion. There was one recording device which consisted of 
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the ordinary phonographic disc. 

“MR. STRYKER: Then I will withdraw It. Mr. 

Bailey has handed me a telephone talk on January 12, 1937, 
at IS: SO between Louis Kaplan and B. Friedman. Is that 
right? 

“MR. DAILEY: Alter Kaplan comes in here, too. 

“THE COURT: Kaplan and Friedman. 

“MR. STRYKER: Yea, sir. As I go along perhaps 

it would be more orderly to have each one marked for 
identification. 

“(Marked Weiss Exhibit C for identification.) 

“MR. STRYKER: Mr. Dailey also hands me a tele- 

phone transcript of a conversation taken September 16, 

1936, 12:32 P.M., between Norman Lefkowitz and Benjamin 
Friedman. 

“(Marked Weias Exhibit D for identification.). 

“MR. STRYKER: I am also handed a telephone Inter- 

ception and recording of it on November 21, 1936, between 
Harry Kipnis and Mannie Goodman at 11:13 A. M., and Barney 
Chalfin. 

“(Marked Weiss Exhibit E for Identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: I am next handed a transcript of a 


telephone conversation taken at 2:32 P. M., September 2, 


1936, between Kipnis, Seligsberg, Goldman and Barney 


Chalfin. 
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"(Marked W e Iss Exhibit F for identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: I am also handed a transcript of a 

telephone conversation dated November 7, 1936, at 2:00 P.M. 
between Alter Kaplan and Benjamin Friedman. 

"(Marked Wgiss Exhibit G for identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: Also a telephone conversation "dated 

September 15, 1936, 5:33 P.M., between Harry Kipnis and 
J. J . Weiss . 

"(Marked W e iss Exhibit H for identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: Also a telephone conversation 

February 1, 1937. 

"MR. BERNSTEIN: Who was the conversation between? 

"MR. STRYKER: Between Benjamin Friedman and 


Norman Lefkowitz. 

"(Marked Weiss Exhibit I for identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: Also transcript of a telephone com- 

munication dated December 14, 1936, Benjamin Friedman and 
Alter Kaplan, 1:41 P. M. 

"(Marked Weiss Exhibit J for identification.) 

"MR. DAILEY: Perhaps you better inquire as to 


this one. 

"Q. Mr. Bernstein, I am handed a transcript, the head- 
ing Is, Conversation Harry Kipnis and Dr. Meaaman, taken 
in shorthand by Ruth P. Lehnoff, January 2, 1936 J It 
doesn't state whether it is a telephone communication or 
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not* A* That Is a telephone communication taken under 
entirely different circumstances* 

"Q* Can you tell me the circumstances? A. Yes* 

Kipnis was in our law office, and to establish the truth 
of what he was telling us he said, 'I can call Dr* Messman 
on the telephone, 1 and he took our regular office telephone, 
and our young lady in the office was listening in on the 
extension and took It down* 

*Q. Did she intercept the message between Messman and 
the man in your office? A* I don’t know about that* 

*Q. She took down what came over the wire? A. Yes* 

"MR. STRYKER: I ask to have it marked for 

identification* 

"(Marked Weiss Exhibit K for identification.) 

"MR. STRYKER: I don't know what the practice is 

as to a short morning recess, your Honor. 

"THE COURT: I don't approve of them. If I take 

a recess for ten minutes you will not be back here for a 
long time. 

"MR. STRYKER: Well, anyhow, that Is my first 

point. My second point is that I can save a great deal of 
time by going over these now and I think I should have 
five or ten minutes to look at these documents which I 
never saw before. 

"THE COURT: You just sit down and look at them. 
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As I say. If I should say we will have a ten-minute recess, 
you will show up at about one o’clock. I will wait until you 
examine them. 

“MR. STRYKER: All right, sir. 

“(Mr. Stryker examines papers.) 

"MR. STRYKER: The Exhibits are C to K, In- 

clusive, and there are nine of them. 

“THE CLERK: Correct. 

“Q. Now, Mr. Bernstein — 

"MR. DAILEY: May I make another statement? I 

have here some eight or ten more telephone conversations 
which have been handed me which I did not have in the file, 
conversations which the Government considers negligible, 
but which we will turn over for inspection. 

"MR . STRYKER : Perhaps they could be marked and 

I will go along and look at them later. 

"THE COURT: Why not look at ^them at noon time and 

have such marked as you wish.“ 

MR. DAILEY: I think that was the time we turned 

over all these telephone conversations. 

(At this point Mr. Dailey turned over certain 
documents to defendants’ counsel.) 

THE COURT: If you wish to make a note in this 

record, perhaps I can help you. 

Weiss Exhibit C for identification is the talk 
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of January 12, 1937, between Kaplan and Friedman. 

Weiss Exhibit D for identification is a talk on September 
16, 1936, between Norman Lefkowitz and Benjamin Friedman. 
Weiss Exhibit E for identification is a talk on November 
21, 1936, between Kipnis, Goodman and Chalf in. Exhibit F 
for identification is a talk of September 2, 1936, between 
Kipnis and Seligsberg. Exhibit G for identification 
is one of November 7, 1936, between Kaplan and Benjamin 
Friedman. Exhibit H for identification is one of Sep- 
tember 15, 1936, between Kipnis and J. J. Weiss; is that 
correct? 

MR. DAILEY: That is right. 

THE COURT: Exhibit I for identification is one 

of February 1, 1937, between Friedman and Norman Lefkowitz. 
Exhibit J for identification is one of December 14, 1936, 
between Benjamin Friedman and Kaplan. Exhibit K for 
identification is a tap of January 2—1 must be wrong - 
January 2, 1936. That does not sound right. 

MR. NATHAN: That is the date on the exhibit. 

THE COURT: That is Kipnis and Messman in 

Bernstein's office, I think. But the. date seems wrong. 

Is the date right? 

MR. DAILEY: That should be 1937. 

MR. NATHAN: It appears In Exhibit K for iden- 

tification, your Honor, as January 2, 1936, at 5:40 P.M. 
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MR. DAILEY: I suggest that Mr. Nathan change 
It on there now. May I, with the consent of the other 
people, write down — 

THE COURT: Well, you gentlemen have no objec- 

tion, do you, to changing It to 1937, because I think It 
is confusing to refer to it as January 2, 1936. 

MR. DAILEY: If you want to object, Mr. Young, 

to Its being altered, you can do so. 

THE COURT: Exhibit B for identification was a 

wire tap of February 1, 1937, and that has to do with an 
appointment at the office of J. J. Weiss on February 20, 
1937. That Is correct, is it? That was a subject of very 
considerable comment. 

MR. NATHAN: May we have a ruling at this time, 

your Honor, in reference to this list of exhibits which 
run from Defendants' Exhibit B to K for identification 
on the other hearing; that after having gone over them, 
to find which, if any, of them are deemed material in this 
hearing, that we have the privilege of marking those for 
identification on this hearing? 

THE COURT: Oh, purely. 

MR. NATHAN: It is Impossible to go through them 

now. 

THE COURT: That is the purpose of turning them 

over to you now, so that you may acquaint yourself with 
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them and take any action that you deem proper. i 

MR. NATHAN: Does your Honor want us to do It 

now or at any time during the hearing? 

THE COURT : Oh, at any time during the hearing, 

I think. 

MR. DAILEY: Your Honor, I am also turning over 

W6iaa» Exhibit L for identification. 

THE COURT: I thought that was included. 

MR. DAILEY: I do not think you referred to it; 

I am not sure. 

THE COURT: I meant to. Perhaps I did not. I 

think Exhibit L consists of 24 transcripts of telephone 
conversations from October 16, 1936, to February 18, 1937, 
inclusive. 

MR. NATHAN: And the same ruling is made as to 

that, your Honor? 

THE COURT: Oh, yes, of course. That is the 

purpose of it. 

(The reading was resumed as follows): 

"Q. Did you receive these Exhibits C to K for iden- 
tifldatlon, inclusive, being nine in number? A. Yes. 

Who handed them to you, your own girl? A. I never 
received these specific papers but ones like them. 

"Q. If you didn’t receive these papers, you received 
copies of them? A. Yes, sir. 
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n Q« And also would that he true with regard to Exhibit 
A for identification, being a room conversation - it is 
Goldstein, Exhibit A for identification. A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Now, after you received these documents, did you 
talk to anyone about them, did you read them? A. Yes, sir, 

I read them. 

"Q. Each and all of them? A. No. 

"Q. Did you not read the transcripts which were handed 
to you? A. No, I only read those that they told me had 
sometting damaging in them. 

"Q. Someone read them before you did and told you that? 
A. The girls told that. 

n Q. Did Silver participate in that? A. Yes. 

"Q. And he sometimes read those which you did not read? 
A. I don’t know. 

n Q. Did he report to you and did you act on his report? 
A. No, vie would discuss these matters together and the 
matters we thought damaging -- 

"Q. You discussed the damaging matters? A. Yes, sir. 

n Q. Did you take any further steps with reference to 
the persons whom you thought had been damaged one way or 
another by these talks? A. No, Just continued on in the 
same way. 

"Q. You continued on in searching for information? 

A. No, the whole thing consisted of conversations. That 
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is all there was. 

"Q. Did you later talk with Mr* Kaplan, Mr, Friedman - 
I won't go over them - with all the other participants in 
these conversations? A. No, sir. 

"Q. Did you talk with any of them? A. Mr. Friedman 
and Mr. Kipnis we discussed in the office. 

"Q. After you received these documents, did you discuss 
them with all or any of the persons mentioned in the docu- 
ments? A. Only the people working with us. 

*Q. Who were they? A. Mir. Hodges, Mr. Kipnis and 
Mr. Friedman. 

"Q. Mr. Friedman was in your employ? A. He was not in 
our employ, he was working on this. 

"Q. In whose employ was he? A. He was acting more or 
less as informer. 

"Q,. He was paid money by somebody? A. Yes. 

"Q. By who? A. We paid him. 

, "Q. Beginning when and ending when? 

"THE COURT: Is it Friedman or Kipnis? 

"THE WITNESS: Both. 

Let U3 take Friedman first. When did you first 
begin to pay him and in what amount? 

"THE COURT: What relevancy has that? 

"MR. STRYKER: I propose to connect It. I will 

withdraw the question for the moment. 
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"Q • You did talk over with these two men who were 
being paid money by you, Kipnis and Friedman, you did 
discuss, did you not, the contents of the documents which 
I have offered for identification this morning? A* We knew 
the contents* 

"Q. My question — A. We discussed matters concerning 
it, not the actual contents. 

"Q. You had the documents in your possession? A. That 
is right. 

"Q. And after you had them you talked to some extent 
about the contents with, among other people, Friedman and 
Kipnis? A. That is right. 

"THE COURT: Let aie understand you. Did you dis- 

cuss with them the matters which were alluded to in the 
documents, or did you discuss with them the documents as 
such to the extent that the matters referred to in the 
documents were thereby revealed. Do I make the distinction 
clear? Were you discussing events or the contents of 
papers? 

"THE WITNESS: We were discussing events. 

"Q. Were you discussing events which were referred to 
directly or indirectly in the papers? A. No, we were dis- 
cussing what further steps to take, but the events in the 
papers had already happened. 

"Q. You did discuss with these men the further steps 
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to toe taken after you had read these telephonic tran- 
scripts? A. That is right* 

"Q. And in discussing what further steps were to be 
taken or you thought should be taken you had in mind, did 
you not, what you had read in these telephonic transcripts? 
A. I always had it in my mind, Mr. Stryker. I did not for- 
get 'them. 

*Q. Did you have the contents, the substance of what 
is eontained in these telephonic interceptions in your mind 
when you discussed with either Kipnis or Friedman or any- 
one else, the further steps you deemed wise to be taken? 

•THE COURT: I think I ought to caution you that 

Mr. Stryker has in mind to direct your attention to the 
real source of your information. Was the source of your 
information a series of transactions which you were 
familiar with independent of these papers or was it not? 

"THE WITNESS: The source of our knowledge was 

completely independent of these papers. They merely gave 
corroboration to what we knew already existed. 

"Q. Now, Mr. Bernstein, you paid money to have these 
things recorded, didn't you? A. Yes, sir. 

"Q,. Were they or not of any use to you in the in- 
vestigation? 

"THE COURT: How is that going to help you? 

"MR. STRYKER: I withdraw it. 
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"Q. Did you use these documents in connection with 
your investigation? A. We did not* 

"Q. Did you have in your mind the substance of these 
documents when you talked with anyone regarding further 
steps in the investigation? A. The substance of the docu- 
ments were always in my mind from the time I read them. 

"Q. Did you have it in your mind or not, did you have 
the substance of these papers, these exhibits, in your mind 
when you talked with Friedman, Kipnis or anyone else when 
you considered further steps to be taken? A. Yes, I 
remembered them, they were in my mind. 

"Q. Kir. Bernstein, my question is this: Did you or 

did you not have in your mind the substance of the con- 
tents of those documents when you thereafter discussed with 
Friedman or Kipnis or with anyone else the question of 
what further steps should be taken? 

"THE COURT: May I point out something to you? 

"MR. STRYKER: I wish you would, your Honor. 

"THE COURT: An Intelligent person with a reason- 

able good memory reads a paper and he stores it somewhere 
in the pigeon holes of his brain, and in that sense, it is 
there. Having read these papers it is to be assumed that 
this witness had them stored away in his mind, but that 
doesn’t begin to help me. V.hat was it that he used? You 
are seeking the source of his mental processes; were they 
to lay bare everything that consituted the basis of his 
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analytical processes as he directed this Investigation, 
and that would include information that he had gotten prob- 
ably without reference to these intercepted telephone 
communi cat ions • 

"MR. STRYKER: I thoroughly agree with your Honor's 

view, but it is my purpose to bring out evidence that it is 
impossible that these things in some way were not used by 
an admittedly Intelligent man in furtherance of the in- 
vestigation, and if they were used — 

"THE COURT: It is so argumentative that I wonder 

about it* 

“THE V/ITNESS: I think I can help by giving cer- 

tain other facts as to how the investigation was conducted. 

“Q* Go ahead. A. We had evidence of what we considered 
the whole gamut of this prior to these, and these room 
conversations were only for the purpose of seeing if these 
were corroborated when these men conferred, and when we 
read it we saw that they were, and then we turned it over 
to the United States Attorney's office. We were not 
getting leads and tracing them down. We had the truth in 
advance, and we just corroborated it. 

"Q. Now, let me see. I notice in one of these con- 
versations - I won't stop to pick it out. You will agree 
with me, I am sure - Mr.' W e iss talked to somebody? A. Yes. 

"Q. Prior to that time you had not arrested Mr. Weiss. 

"THE COURT: At the time of the conversation. 
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"A. We never arrested him. 

"Q. Mr. Weiss was not arrested, was he? A. No. 

"THE COURT: That conversation was September 15, 

1936. 

"Q. Now, did you fail to investigate what you regarded 
or thought was Mr. Weiss’ participation in a fraud? A. 
Thereafter, certainly. 

"Q. Did you at the time that these conversations were 
recorded and transcribed, particularly Exhibit H for 
identification, did. you then have in your possession evi- 
dence as to any alleged participation between V.' e iss and 
Messman, Nelson, Berger and Spitz concerning the alleged 
crime set forth in this indictment? A. V/e knew substantial 
ly the whole gamut of the fraud, every element in it. 

"THE COURT: You will have to answer that 

specifically. 

"Q. Did you have any evidence? 

"THE COURT: He doesn’t mean to characterize it 

as evidence. Did you know anything of the alleged com- 
plicity of Weiss in this matter prior to September 15, 

1936? 

"THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, and I can go further — 

"THE COURT: You don’t need to go further. 

"Q. Did you prior to this telephone conversation of 
September 13, 1936, have evidence, that either Nelson, Berger 
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or Spits had teen treated by Messman and that false electro- 
cardiograms had been taken of their alleged heart systems? 

I would like a categorical answer. A. You have several 
things there. The , answer is not. as to all of them. 

"THE COURT: As to any part of it, had you in- 

formation? You don't need to call it evidence. 

"THE WITNESS: We knew about Nelson. We knew 

that - shall I tell you what we knew? 

"Q. Just tell us. who you knew about. A. Nelson, and 
the fact that Messman was his doctor and we knew about 
Spits, that he had been laid up with — 

"MR. DAILEY: Did you know about them, is the 

question. 

"THE WITNESS: We knew about Spitz. Who were the 

other two? 

"Q. Berger. A. Berger's claim did not start until much 
later, until after our investigation was over. 

"THE COURT: Then you r knowledge about Spitz in- 

cluded knowledge about Messman, did it? 

"THE WITNESS: Oh, yes. 

"Q. Had you information regarding Berger, Nelson or 
Spitz false histories, that is, false electrocardiograms 
prior to this telephone talk? 

"MR. DAILEY: I' think that should be divided. 

"Q. All right. Did you prior to this telephone tap 
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September 13, 1936, have Information that Nelson had been 
doctored by Messman and had presented false and fraudulent 
hospital records and false electrocardiograms, did you 
know that? A. Yes. 

n Q. Did you have that information from Messman himself? 

"THE COURT: Is that a legitimate question? 

“MR • STRYKER: That is for your Honor to decide. 

"THE COURT: It occurs to me it is unnecessary. 

"MR. DAILEY: I have no objection. 

"THE COURT: Yes, but I should like to have this 

hearing concluded some time during the Christian era. I 
understood you called this gentleman back for two questions. 
That was at 12:00 o* clock, and it is now 12:18. 

"MR. STRYKER: I called him back on the instru- 

mentality, and after I saw these papers. It naturally led 
to further inquiries. 

"THE COURT: I am not shutting you off* Don*t 

misunderstand me. 

"Q. Now what you stated that you had information re- 
garding, let us take them in order. Messman and Nelson, as 
to a false claim that you had such information prior to 
September 15, 1936. What was that Information? 

"THE COURT: That is what I think you are not 

entitled to ask. 

"MR. STRYKER: Let me ask this preliminary question. 
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"Q. Was the Information that you had hearsay evidence? 
“THE COURT: I don’t think he needs to character- 

ise it. I think the only proper question Is, did he gain 
that Information through any telephone tap. 

"MR. STRYKER: That might be a conclusion that I 

would be foreclosed on. 

"THE COURT: I think that would be a proper 

question. 

"Q. Did you gain that information through any tie- 
phone taps? A. No, sir. 

"Q. From what source did you gain it? 

"MR. DAILEY: We object to that. 

"THE COURT: I will exclude that. 

"MR. STRYKER: Must I be bourxd by his statement? 

"THE COURT: Yes, you called him, and the purpose 

is to find out to what extent the evidence in this case 
arises from telephone taps, not as to the source of in- 

i 

formation outside of the telephone taps. 

"MR. STRYKER : Your Honor does not take the 

position that I am bound by a hostile witness. 

"THE CCURT: We agree on that, I assume. 

"MR. STRYKER: I respectfully except to your 

Honor’s ruling. 

"THE COURT: I don't know what you except to. 

"MR. STRYKER: To your declination to allow me to 
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inquire what the nature of the information was, 

"THE COURT: .You have the exception coupled with 
the statement of the witness that he did not obtain the 
information by telephone taps, 

*Q. Now, did you ever talk yourself with Messman before 
his wire was tapped? A. No, sir, 

"MR. DAILEY: I object to that. I think that is 

included in your Honor’s ruling, 

"THE COURT: I will allow the question," 

MR. NATHAN: Your Honor, I am not altogether clear 

in ay mind as to whether on this hearing the testimony which 
Is now being read is taken Into the present record; whether 
or not when Mr. Stryker takes an exception, it is necessary 
for us to repeat that exception for this record. Has your 
Honor made a ruling on that point? If not, why, then, I 
think it is encumbent upon the defendants to take the same 
exception here If the same ruling Is adhered to by your 
Honor, 

THE COURT: I think that is the safer thing for 

you to do, because after all this is a separate hearing; 
it is a separate case, 

MR. NATHAN: Then on behalf of the defendant 

Heasenberg, and I take it for all of the defendants, we 
except to your Honor’s ruling made with respect to Mr. 
Stryker’s question. 
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THE COURT: That exception is noted* 

MR, NATHAN: If there were any prior exceptions 

taken - and I cannot call them to mind now, your Honor - 
with respect to this same testimony, may we have the 
benefit of the same objection and exception? 

THE COURT: Yes, 

MR. STRYKF.R : Hereafter we will repeat It, your 

Honor, 

(The reading was resumed as follows): 
n Q, When did you first talk with Nessman? A, After 
he had confessed to the United States Government, 

"Q. That was after he was arrested? A, Quite a time 
after . 

°Q, The end of May or thereabouts, 1937? A. Yes, 

And that was after his wire had been tapped from 
somewhere beginning in January of that year? A, So I 
understand , 

"Q, Vlould that answer, so as not to tire the Court 
unnecessarily, be true also in respect to Nelson, Eerger 
and Spitz? A. That is right, I never spoke to any Gover- 
ment witness until after they had confessed, 

”Q, V.hen you talked to 'these witnesses, is It a fact 
that you told them or you heard the United States Attorney 
tell them that they had the wire taps? A. After that? 

"Q. After their arrests. 
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"THE COURT : H© said he didn't interview any of 

them until after they had confessed. 

"Q. Were you not present at any interviewe prior to 
the confessions? A. No, sir. 

"Q. Were you in an adjoining room? A. No, sir, I was 
not • • ' 

' *Q. Did you have a dictaphone connection between the 
room where they confessed and where you were? A. Cer- 
tainly not* 

"Q. Did you submit to Mr. Shea or one of the' United 
States Attorneys, all of these exhibits for identification 
this morning, C to K, I thlnfc, and the room taps, did you 
submit those to Mr. Shea or one of the assistants? A. Yes. 

"Q. And were those submitted to them prior to the 
arrest of any of these four men. Nelson, Messmari, Berger 
and Spitz? 

"THE COURT: If you know. 

"A. 'Submitting' Is what is Whang. The Government sent Mr. 
Shea down to our offices and he took away whatever he felt 
like taking. 

. "Q. Did you hand them to Mr. Shea? A. Some of the 
girls did. 

"Q. You know he got them long in advance of the arrest 
of these men? A. That is right. 

n Q* You know also, do you not, that Mr, Shea or some- 
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one for the Government got these telephone taps. Exhibits 
C to K, prior to the time that taps were placed on the 
wires oi Messman or J* J. Weiss; that is so, isn't it? 

A. Yes. 

"MR. McKNlGET : I believe some of those are 

January or dates subsequent to when Inspector Shea was at 
the office. 

"THE WITNESS: Yes, some were later. 

"Q. They were handed to Mr. Shea or someone for him? 

A. Yes. 

"Q. And those were handed prior to the tap on Me33man's 
wire? A. He took them all at the end of November, 1936. 

"Q. Won't you tell me whether he got them before 
Messman's wire was tapped? 

"THE COURT: Messman' s wire was tapped January 

29, 1937. 

"Q. Were they handed prior to ( January 29th? A. Yes, 
sir, prior to that. 

"Q. The last tap I find is January 12, 1937, so that 
would be included in those given to Mr. Shea prior to the 
taps on Messman’ s wire, is that right? A. That is right. 

"Q. You have told me that both Friedman and Kaplan, 
was it - Klpnis were on your personal payroll or your 
clients? A. Yes. 

,, <i. How long did that continue? 
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"MR. DAILEY: I think that was objected to be- 

fore. 

"THE COURT: The objection is sustained. 

"MR. STRYKER: An exception." 

MR. NATHAN: We ask the same exception. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. The exception Is granted. 

(The reading was resumed as follows): 

"Q. Did you discuss the payments of money 

THE COURT: Just a moment. It occurs to me that 

perhaps we ought not to dispose of that matter quite so 
summarily. The reason I sustained the objection to these 
questions In the Weiss case was that the opinion of the 
Supreme Court Indicated that the entire situation was known 
to the Court In the Weiss case. Mr. Justice Roberts re- 
ferred to the matter of compensation to the witnesses, and 
I think the amounts that had been paid the.. Therefore 
it seemed to me utterly Unimportant to rehearse that ele- 
ment in the Weiss case. Now, perhaps that would not be 
true in this case, but It seems to me that what was paid 
in the Weiss case has no bearing on the questions in thi3 case 
but if the question hereafter arises in thi3 case of the 
payment of witnesses in the . employ of Silver & Rernstein, 

I should consider that the question will have to be dis- 
posed of on Its own merits In this case. Have I made this 
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MR. NATHAN: In this preliminary hearing? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. NATHAN: Yes. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows): 

"Q. Did you discuss the payments of money that you 
were making to these men with them after these telephone 
taps in 1936 were made? 

"MR. DAILEY: I object to that. 

"THE COURT: I dontt understand the bearing of 

that, Mr. Stryker. 

"MR. STRYKER: I cannot develop it in one ques- 

tion. The bearing is Inter-related. These two men are 
provocateurs or employees. They cooperated to have their 
wires tapped or at least one of them does, and other per- 
sons talk on the wire. The witness says, as I have under- 
stood it, that nothing was done at all with these docu- 
ments. He simply had it in his mind with a lot of other 
knowledge and it stopped right there. My purpose and my 
hope and .belief is that I can show that these telephone 
talks led on as clues or aids to the Investigation of this 
case. The extent to which they led on, I can only deter- 
mine by probing, and that is what I am endeavoring to ask 
about. 


'THE COURT: You were asking if he talked their 
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salaries over, I suppose he did, but I don’t care whether 
he did or not. 

"NR. STRYKER: I realize that it must be connect- . 

ed with the issues before your Honor, and the only way I can 
find out is to ask. 

"THE COURT: You v/ill have to make a more con- 

vincing showing than that. 

"UR. STRYKER: Nay I aslc one or two quest i-ensY - ' 

"THE COURT: I don’t understand how a conversation 

concerning salary helps me in reaching a conclusion as to 
the poisoned tree and the fruits of the poisoned tree. 

"f.R. STRYKER: T.’.y view is that we have not only 

the poisoned tree of the tapping of these wires and the 
attempted entrapment of others by having them talk with 
these -employees of the insurance companies, but we have 
the delivery of these transcripts of these interceptions 
to the r-ov eminent, and we have the further fact that there- 
after rurfcher things were none to investigate among which 
was the tapping of i essman’s wire o n January 29, 1937, 
and Reiss’ some time in Ieteuary. 

"Row, as a matter of ordinary logic and common 
sense to me it would appear r»ov;, and in fact I would be 
prepared if I had no- ether- evidence to argue as a fair 
conclusion that thi3 poisoned tree or this fruit of the 
poisoned tree poisoned the very mainsprings of thi3 case. 
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It is like one germ in a blood stream. It may b© one germ, 
but one. germ may poison the whole system. We now have 
interwoven the crime of wire tapping. The courts have 
stated that. It is a violation of the Federal statutes. 

It is what the Supreme Court denounces as 'dirty business' 
and inimical to ethical standards, and we have interwoven 
with that paid provocateurs. Now with that picture, if 
the fruit is not poisoned. If the whole tree is not 
poisoned, if the ground around that tree is not poisoned, 
if the shade the tree casts is not poisoned, then I don't 
know. As an ordinary lawyer, knowing how investigations 
go forward, I know that when a lawyer learns one thing he 
goes on from that to the next. 

"THE COURT: Why not ask how how much money they 

paid these men. 

*»Q. How much money did you pay Kipnis and Friedman? 

"THE COURT: Was it a weekly salary? 

"THE WITNESS: It was a weekly salary, but I don't 

know now — 

"q. What was it? A, I think it was $50 a week and it 
might have been $70 at one time. 

"THE COURT: When did it begin? 

n Q. When did it begin and when did It end? A. Kipnis 
began around the summer of 1936 when this thing started. 

"q. Did you have any agreement, expressed or implied. 
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to pay any additional money to them over and beyond what 
you denominate as salaries? A. No, sir, 

h THE COURT: What was Messman’ s salary? 

"THE WITNESS: I never talked to Messman until 

after he confessed. 

”Q. How much did he get? 

"MR* DAILEY: The insurance companies never paid 

him. 

"Q. You know how much he was paid? A. No, I don’t 
know. I have heard you argue it a number of times. 

"THE COURT: Never mind about arguments. What 

is your Information, if you have any; have you any in- 
formation, and if you have, say so. 

"THE WITNESS: I know it. Mr. Dailey told me, 

"THE COURT: Who is Mr. Dailey? 

"THE WITNESS: The United States attorney., 

"THE COURT: How much was Messman ’s salary? 

"MR. DAILEY: He became a Government witness and 

Dr. Messman was paid $65 a week for a short period and then 
he was paid $100 a week for, oh I should say roughly a 
year. These are just guesses. I can get the accurate 
information. And then he was paid $65 a week which he is 
still being paid. 

"THE COURT: Now, may we go on to something else. 

"MR. DAILEY: That money was paid by the United 
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”MK. STUYKEh : May I have it as to the other 

Government witnesses who were paid salaries. What were 
the other witnesses paid? 

"MR. DAILEY: 1 don’t think It has any merit, 

but I will make the statement. You know. 

"MR. STRYKER: I think I do, but 1 am not stating 

it. 


"MR. DAILEY: Nelson was paid $50 a week* 

"MR. STRYKER: Eor how long? 

"MR. DAILEY: Oh, I am not sure whother It was 


fifty or thirty-five. 

"MR. STRYKER: Is he still being paid? 

"MR. DAILEY: No, not for over a year. 

"MR. STRYKER: Did the Government pay Klpnls or 


Friedman? 


"MR. DAILEY: No. 

*Q. Now, Mr. Bernstein, did you discuss with these 
paid persons what the nature of their duties wore In con- 
nection with this wire tapping, the exhibits which we now 
have? 


"THE COURT: You will have to segregate as to the 

Government and the insurance companies. 

’’MR. STRYKER: Question withdrawn. 

n Q. Did you discuss with Kipnis and Friedman whom you 
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paid, what the nature of their duties were, what services 
for that pay they were to render in connection with the 
tapping of their wires? 

"THE COURT: If you don’t want to answer that 

you need not* 

"A* We never engaged in wire tapping as you put it* If 
you are speaking of the phone conversations taken off 
extensions all right. 

"Q* Your last answer does not in any wise limit or 
change the testimony it took so long to get this morning 
about these instrumentalities* 

"MR. DAILEY: If it took long, it was due to Mr, 

Stryker# 

"THE COURT: Probably it was my fault. 

"Q. You are not changing your testimony? 

"THE COURT: I assume not. Ask him what he dis- 

cussed with Klpnls* 

*Q, Will you state to his Honor what you said, if any- 
thing, to either Kipnis or Friedman regarding the services 
they were to render in connection with the instrumentali- 
ties you described on their wires this morning, what they 
were to do for the cash that you gave them? A. Yes, sir, 
"Q. All right, let’s have it. A. Kipnis came to us 
and made a complete confession of his part In the fraud. 

And I think that is what confuses us all along. 
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*Q. May I interrupt, 

"THE COURT: If you interrupt you are taking that 

much more time* 

"MR. STHyKER: I didn’t think it was responsive. 

Go ahead . 

■THE WITNESS: After Kipnis had fully confessed 

to ui and made a statement of all his part in the fraud 
and ve then discussed with him whether he would be will- 
ing to cooperate along with us and asked him whether he 
met these people in the usual course of events and he said 
that he did. We asked him if he would cooperate with us 
by revealing these frauds further and let us record the 
conversations that would occur in the room, and he said 
yea, that he wanted to cooperate because the racket was 
going to collapse and it could not go on, and he would 
rather make amends right now. And it was on that basis 
that we paid him. And it was to corroborate the confession 
already made that we got these conversations, and we did 
nothing with them but to read them and turn them over to 
the United States Attorney. 

n Q. What was the agreement that these men made with 
you for the weekly cash payment you were making to them? 

"MR; DAILEY: I think that question has been 

answered. 

"THE COURT: Do you wish to add anything to your 



22 ; 


dp 44 "Bernstein-redirect 

answer? 

"THE WITNESS: No, I think I have explained it. 

"THE COURT: The next question. 

"Q. Had Kipnis at the time he went on your payroll, 
if that is a fair statement, or your clients, had he told 
you, had he given you evidence that - had he confessed 
concerning Nelson, Spitz and Berger? A. He told us about 
Nelson, but Berger* s claim had not arisen. 

"Q. He didn’t tell you anything about Spitz? A. No, 
but in a conversation, a room conversation, not over the 
telephone with Mr • Gross, Mr. Gross told us about the 
fraud in the Spitz case. 

W Q> That was after Kipnis had confessed? A. That was 
after Kipnis had confessed, yes. 

"Q. After you had these men in your employ and these 
wires installed that we have talked about, did you confer 
with any one regarding the desirability from the standpoint 
of the investigation of tapping Messman and Weiss’ wire. 

Yes or no, if you can. 

"MR. DAILEY: I object to the question. 

"MR. STRYKER: It is like walking down — 

"MR. DAILEY: I withdraw the objection. 

"(i. Will you answer the question? A. I did not confer 
I was present while discussions were going on back and 
forth between Mr. Dailey and Inspector Shea as to whether 
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It was a good or a tad Idea, 

*Q, Didn’t you participate with them in that dis- 
cussion? A. I heard them talk and I think they asked my 
views and I had to think about it and I was skeptical 
whether it was a good idea* 

"Q. And you expressed your opinion that it was de- 
sirable to go on with other taps? A. I wouldn't say 
whether my views were asked at that time. 

"Q. Some time before the Messman and Weiss taps were 
made, and at some time after the last of these exhibits 
we have been talking about this morning were made, was 
your view asked and did you express your view regarding 
the desirability of going further with the investigation 
by tapping these two new wires? 

"THE COURT: Was Mr. Bernstein a witness on the 

trial? 

"MR. DAILEY: No. 

"THE COURT: Is he to be called? 

"MR. DAILEY: No, sir. 

"THE COURT: I exclude the question.” 

MR. NATHAN: May we have the benefit of an ex- 

ception to that ruling? 

THE COURT: Yes, surely. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 
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"Friedman was only concerned in one case before 
you put the taps in this room, is that true? A. Yes, in 
one case. 

"Q. vVhat case was that? A. The Alter Kaplan case. 

He also knew of Kipnis. 

”Q. He was not, according to his confession, con- 
cerned in the frauds of Nelson, Berger and Spitz? A. No, 
but he knew of Kipnis’ part in the fraud. 

"Q. According to his statement to you? A. Yes. 

"Q. Did you arrange at that time or at any time to 
have Friedman send a case to Mr. Weiss? 

"MR. DAILEY: I object to that question on the 

same grounds. 

"TFE COURT: Is It related to the telephone 

situation? 

"MR. STRYKER : I think so. 

"MR. DAILEY: If Mr. Stryker think3 it is, I will 

withdraw my objection. 

"q. Did you not arrange to have Friedman send a man 
by the name of Lefkowitz to Joe Weiss? A. No, sir. 

"Q. Did you arrange with Friedman to have a claimant 
by the name of Alter Kaplan sfent from Lefkowits to Mr. 
Weiss? A. No, sir. 

W Q. Did you discuss? A. Discuss him going to Weiss? 

"Q. Yes. A.. I was told that Lefkowitz intended to 
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bring him to Mr. Weiss. I was told that was happening. 

"Q. You were also told that Friedman knew Lefkowltz? 
A. Yes, sir. 

n Q. Did you' get that information prior or subsequent 
to the tapping of these wires in this Kipnis and Friedman 
office? A. I don't get that. What information? 

- "Q. About sending this client to Mr. v-’eiss. A. Well 
I just thought that I explained that we never discussed 
sending Kaplan to Mr.' Weiss. It was reported to us that 
that was happening. 

“BY THE COURT: 

"Q. Was that before or after the 15th of September, 
1936? A. I think it was before. 

"Q. Was it before January 29, 1937? A. I wouldn't 
remember the date, it was somewhere — 

*Q. You were not implicated with that maneuver? 

A. Yes, and there was no such maneuver, so far as I know. 

"THE COURT: Next question. 

"BY MR. STRIKER : 

"Q. Now, Mr. Bernstein, you talked with Messman after 
he was arrested you have told us? 

"THE COURT: Three times he has told that. 

"Q. Did you discuss with him the telephone intercept! 
of his wire in connection with his being permitted to 
practice medicine? 
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"MR. DAILEY: I object to that as attempting to 

insinuate something that he has no relevancy to wire tapping. 

"MR. STRYKER: I think it has. 

"MR. DAILEY: I don’t think so, and I object. 

"THE COURT: I will ask a question. Did you 

discuss with Messman the possibility of his retaining his 
right to practice medicine at any time? 

"THE WITNESS: No, sir. 

"THE COURT: Next question. 

"Q. Did you ever hear that discussed between Messman 
and the United States Attorney’s office? 

"MR. DAILEY: What difference does that make? 

"THE COURT: If it was discussed, it would have 

to be before January 29, 1937, to be r elevant. 

"Q. Was It discussed? 

"BY THE COURT: 

"Q. V<ere you present when that subject was discussed 
at any time? A. I don’t think so. I know Mr. Dailey 
discussed It with him. 

”Q. Were you present at any discussion between Messman 
and Mir. Dailey on that subject? A. I don't think sc. 

”q. It is not your recollection that you were? A. No. 

"THE COURT: Next question. 

"BY MR. STRYKER : 

Do you know as a fact that no charges were made to 
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remove Messman from the medical profession and that he is 
still practicing? 

"THE COURT: That is excluded. 

"MR. STRYKER : An exception." 

MR. NATHAN: May we have the benefit of that 

exception? 

THE COURT: Oh, yea. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 

"Q. Did you directly or indirectly ever allude or 
refer to the continuation of his practice with Messman 
when you were preparing this case? 

"THE COURT: I will exclude the question. He 

said he never discussed it with Messman, and that covers 
it. 

"Q. Did you at any time see Messman read the trans- 
cripts of any intercepted telephone talks? A. I guess I 
did. I have no independent memory. 

"THE COURT: We are not interested in your 

imagination. If you saw it, say so, and If you didn't, 
say no. 

"THE WITNESS: I cannot recall. 

"Q. Did you regardless of what the conversation was or 
when it was, did you at any time see Messman reading any 
transcripts of any wire taps? A. Yes, I think of an 
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illustration. I think when they were playing them ' in court 
Messman may have been' there that night and I was there. 

If Messman was in the courtroom during that rehearsal, 
going over these wire taps, then I saw him, because I was 
there • 

"BY THE COURT: 

"Q* Are you able to say whether he was there or not? 

A. I don't remember whether he was. 

"Q. Your answer means he may have been there? A. He 
may have been there, 

"BY MR. STRYKER: 

"Q. Did you go over the Messman statement as to his 
testimony or of his testimony? A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. Is it not a fact that in those statements — 

"MR. DAILEY: Please fix the time. 

"Q. Did you go over with Messman his various proofs of 
claim with your various clients? A. Yes. 

°Q. Nov/, Mr. Dailey wants the tim6. During what period 
did you do that work? A. During the period after Messman 's 
confession and while the Government was preparing for trial, 

I think I told you. It was several weeks, whenever that 
was . 

"Q. The Government continued to prepare this case for 
trial from the latter part of May, 1S37, until the trial in 
January, 1938. A. The actual preparation — 
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"THE COURT : Please confine that to relevant 

matters. Did you go over with Messman various proofs of 
claim in which he was a party? 

"THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

"Q* When? A. Some time after the end of May, 1956," 
THE COURT: Shouldn»t that be "end of flay, 

1937?" 

MR. DAILEY: Yes, sir. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows): 

**Q. And before? A. Before the trial started In 1938. 
"Q. You mean 1937? A. Yes, sir, in 1937. 

"Q. Did you go over with Messman papers In addition to 
the proofs of claim that he had signed? A. I think so. 

"Q. Were statements of his testimony or expected 
testimony prepared at any time between May, 1937, and Janu- 
ary, 1938, if you know? A. Yes, a number of them. 

*Q. Did you see those statements? A. Yes, I did, 

"Q. Did you help prepare them? A. To some extent. 

W Q. Well, Mr. Bernstein, you were devoting your entire 
time to this case, weren't you, then? A. No, sir. 

"Q. Did you discuss what was the expected testimony 
with Messman? A. Yes. 

"Q. Is It not a fact that in some of those statements 
either excerpts or references to the Intercepted wire taps 
were present? A. Yes, sir. 
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"Q. And you discussed those with Messman, did you not? 
A. I don’t recall; I may have* 

"Q. As his Honor has said, we have to get your best 
recollection. Now think back. You helped prepare the 
statements of thi3 witness, you talked with him a number 
of times on statements taken with reference to the wire 
taps. Don’t you remember whether you ever talked about any 
of those statements with Messman? A. I don’t recall and I 
doubt it because the kind of work I was doing had very 
little to do with the contents of those messages. 

"MR. DAILEY: I object to the further continuance 

of this line of inquiry. I think it has been exhausted. 

"THE COURT: The witness says the work he was 

doing had no relation to the subject matter of the wire 
taps. 

"THE V.'ITNESS: That is right. I may have seen 

them. They were in court* 

"q. Did you at any time refer to the wire tap3 when 
you went over the proofs of claim signed by Messman? 

"MR. DAILEY: I renew my objection on the ground 

that It has already been answered. 

"THE COURT: I think the v/itness has told us all 

he knows or recalls about this aspect of the preparation 
of the trial. Is there anything on this subject you 
haven’t fully and completely laid bare. Are you holding 
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anything hack? 

"THE WITNESS: No, sir. I might add this. I 

have aided the United States Attorneys office con- 
siderably, not only in connection with proofs of claim 
but In connection with problems of law and in connection 
with the manner of presenting certain evidence. In any way 
I could, just as if I were an assistant on the case. 

*Q. In view of your last statment is it not pract- 
ically your best recollection that at some time at least 
you discussed with Messman some statement that contained 
or referred to a wire tap? 

"MR. DAILEY: I renew my objection. 

"THE COURT: I would rather have the witness 

answer once and for all, because we are not going any 
further on that. Is your r ecollection refreshed by the 
question? 

"TEE WITNESS: I can say I may have. I cannot do 

better than that. 

"THE COU^T: You are not chaning your testimony? 

"THE WITNESS: No, sir. | 

"(Recess until 2:00 Pi M. ) 
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"MR. DAILEY: I am handing to Mr. Stryker 

twenty-four verbatim transcripts of telephone conversations 
These are either Kipnls or Friedman, 

"THE COURT: Those are the ones you said you 

didn’t deem important? 

"MR. DAILEY: Yes, sir. 

"MR. STRYKER: I wonder if I could have these 

marked as one exhibit for identification. My suggestion 
would be that these be clipped together and that these 
twenty-four be marked as one exhibit. If that can be done 
it Is satisfactory to me. 

"MR. KIKNDL: Are there some that have not been 

transcribed? 

"MR. DAILEY: Yes. 

"MR. KIENDL: May they be made available? 

"MR. DAILEY: They may have them, but they have 

never been transcribed. They were so trivial we didn’t 
bother with them. 

"THE COURT: Were they read at the former trial? 

"MR. DAILEY: No, air, none of these, except I 
think here is Exhibit 1. 

"THE COURT: This will be Weiss Exhibit L for 


Ident if Ication, 


«ff 8t 
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"(Marked Weiss Exhibit L for identification.) 

"THE COURT: These are from October 16, 1936, to 

February 18, 1937* 

"MR. KIENDL: Our application is that the records 

of conversations made in the office by telephone taps, 
which have not been transcribed, be made available to the 
attorneys for the defense on the ground that we should not 
be precluded by the opinion of the United States Attorney 
that they have no bearing on the case. 

■THE COURT: Was any use made of those telephone 

conversations? 

"MR. DAILEY: I intend to take the stand myself, 

if necessary, after the termination of Mr. Stryker’s ex- 
amination and testify, and at that time I will testify 
that no use was made of those recorded conversations. 

"THE COURT: The application is denied. 

"MR. KIENDL: I respectfully except. 

"MR. STRYKER: Will the Government agree that an 

exception taken by one counsel shall inure to the benefit 
of all? 

"THE COURT: I should think that would be proper. 

"MR. STRYKER: Then there will be such a rule. 

"THE COURT: Yes." 

MR. KIENDL: I respectfully except. 
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MR. NATHAN: Same exception. 

THE COURT: Same ruling. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 

"NAHUM A. BERNSTEIN, resumes the stand: 

"BY MR, KIENDL: 

"MR. DAILEY: In respect to the application made 

for the untranscrihed records, I have no objection to the 
attorneys taking them if they will provide their own 
phonograph machine. 

"THE COURT: All right. 

“Q, Mr. Bernstein, I understand we now have the 
transcripts of t wenty«f our t elephone # conversations between 
August 25, 1936, and February 13, 1937, in addition to 
the ten that had been previously marked, thirty-four in 
all. 

"THE COURT: Those are npt the dates. October 

6, 1936 and February 18, 1937. 

"MR. KIENDL: The last twenty-four? 

"THE COURT: Yes. 

"Q. The entire thirty-four, the first is August, 1936, 
a«3 they continue down to February, 1937. Now, Mr. Bern- 
stein, those thirty-four transcripts — 

"THE COURT: Your statement is not in accordance 


with my notes 


\ 


Induetry, eiffiGlenty, education and 
general adaptability very good. 

Chicago 7-23-20 

Education - High school, business course - stenography 
and bookkeeping, 3 mo. mechanical drawing, 
vrs law school. Practic ed law. 

Appointed ■ 

Increase- 

Rather youthful appearance. Industry, efficiency and 
general adaptability. Excellent. Agent is a man of 
about 5ft* 5 in. and while is one of the best all 
around investigators in bureau his small stature gives 
the impression rather of youthfulness and for this 
reason alone that he was not allowed to argue the case 

for the government U.S.vs Hn wond *+■<>■ i W»t-p +>.« 

TT R.fS rr.uit Court of appearlsl |l I 

I — | (Brennan 10-2-20} *) 
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“MR, KIENDL : I have not seen the dates, 

"THE COURT: Just eliminate the dates from your 

question* 

*Q. Those transcripts you know, Mr, Bernstein, were 
taken between August of 1936 and some time in the early 
part of 1937? A. Yes, I think so. 

"Q. Was it the fact, Mr, Bernstein, that as the con- 
versation was obtained and a transcript made on a certain 
date. It was submitted to you, or your office representing 
the insurance companies, complainants? A, Some time there- 
after* 

*Q, And it was done almost simultaneously with the 
transcript? A, V;ithin a week* 

**Q, And that continued from week to week for this 
period of months? A. Pardon. A lot of them were not 
transcribed* Only the ones we considered of value, 

*Q. I am talking of the thirty-four. They were given 
to you when transcribed, or shortly thereafter? A. Yes, sir 
*Q, And that continued from week to week for this 
period? A, Yes, sir* 

"Q. And as they were furnished to you you read them or 
your associates read them? A, That is right. 

n Q. And as you read the first batch would you take It 
up with either KIpnis or Friedman and discuss the contents 
with them or either of them? A. No. 
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"TFE COURT: Please do not repeat questions. 

"MR. KIENDL: Question withdrawn. 

"Q# As those were furnished to you you did nothing 
except hand them to the United States Attorney’s office or 
the Post Office Inspector? A. That is right. 

"Q. When did you hand over the first batch to the Post 
Office Inspector, November, 1936? A. Yes, sir. 

*0. And those following N c v ember, 1936, did you turn 
them over to Mr. Shea from time to time? A. That is right. 

"Q. And you told us of these telephone conversations 
all they did were to corroborate what you already knew? 

A. Well, they also contained other facts that came out in 
the course of the conversations that we didn’t know, but 
we did nothing about them. 

"Q. What Mr. Shea did with them and what the Govern- 
ment did with them you don’t know further than you have 
testified? A. That is right. 

"BY MR. FRIEDMAN: 

”Q. Did you keep any stenographic record of your con- 
versations with Berger, Spitz, Messman or Nelson? A. No, 
sir. 

"Q. Was a stenographer present when you interviewed 
them? A. No, not as a rule; sometimes if the District 
Attorney was taking testimony from them and I was there 
a stenographer' was present. 
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“Q* Were transcripts of that testimony furnished to 

you? A. No, sir* 

"Q.- Did you make notes of your interviews with these 
various witnesses,? A. No, sir. 

*Q. On how many occasions did you interview each of 
them approximately? 

"THE COURT: Which witness are you speaking of? 

*Q. Messman, Nelson, Berger and Spitz. A. It is very 
hard to approximate.. During the period of actual prepara- 
tion for trial, I saw them whenever they came in from time 
to time* I would see them there, and sometimes I would 
participate in discussions and sometimes not. If they 
cams to the United States Attorney's office three or four 
times a week, I might be there on several of those oc- 
casions. 

"Q. You saw each one a half dozen times, at any rate? 
A. No, I saw some much more than others. Berger and Spitz, 
I didn't see many times. 

"Q. On each occasion when you interviewed them you had 
a number of documents present? A. As a rule. 

"Q. Did you question them as to the documents and mat- 
ters relating to the execution of various forms? A. Yes. 

"Q. And you made no record whatever of their answers 
to those questions? A. No, because as I soy as a rule I 
doing this with an Assistant United States Attorney. 


was 
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Statements were being taken and I was there with files, 
all sorts of papers and exhibits, and as the Assistant 
would elicit information, I would contribute whatever I 
thought was of aid* 

"Q, And as a rule would a stenographer write down the 
answers? A. Yes, 

"Q, And at those interviews were the transcripts of 
the telephone taps on hand? A, Sometimes, 

"Q, And occasionally reference would be made to them, 
would they not? A, That is right, 

"Q. No doubt about that at all? A. No, I have no 
specific recollection of any of them, but I know we would 
on occasions when a telephone call that was r elevant came 
up, the Assistant would talk about that in connection with 
the testimony, 

n Q. They were being used at these interviews to re- 
fresh the recollection of the various witnesses? 

"THE COURT: I have asked you not to cover mat- 

ters covered by other counsel, 

"MR. FRIEDMAN: I did not believe that was 

covered, 

"THE COURT: It has been asked a dozen times, 

whether these transcripts were used In interviewing these 
witnesses , 

"MR. FRIEDMAN: May I have an answer to the 
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question? 

"THE COURT: No, air. That is excluded. Go 

on to tbe next question. 

”1®. FRIEDMAN : That is all. 

■RECR0S3 EXAMINATION BY MR. DAILEY: 

"ft. Mr. Bernstein, you told us how Mr. Kipnis came 
into your office and made a confession? A. That is right. 

"ft. Then you had some arrangement with him about con- 
tinuing the investigation? A. That Is right. 

■Q* Had he given you his complete confession of every- 
thing that had transpired to that time about all the people 
Involved, everybody he knew? A. Yes. 

■THE COURT: Don’t characterize as being ’complete.’ 

*Q. He told you a story at that time when he gave the 
confession involving a number. If not all, of the defendants 
in the indictment here? 

■MR. STRYKER: That Is objected to as a con- 

clusion. If it is important we should have the fact rather 
than his opinion. 

"TEE COURT: I don’t think he could know about it. 

“Q. What was your purpose in installing this dictaphone 
and this interception on the telephone? A. Well now, the 
way this whole investigation was conducted was not in the 
way of going out to obtain further information. A witness 
would tell us. certain conversations he had and he would say 
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that he could prove It to us by speaking to this fellow 
and he would say, 'You can record the conversation* * 

"Q. Will you look at this report headed September 14, 
1936, Harry Kipnis,. which is one of the papers your Honor 
entrusted to my care and tell me what that is and perhaps 
you can illustrate Just what your testimony was this morn- 
ing? A. This illustrates — 

"MR. STRYKER: What is it first and may we have 

it marked for identification. 

"(Marked Exhibit 1 for identification.)" 

THE COURT: There is some relation between that 

and Weiss Exhibit A, which is not quite clear to me, but 
they may be the same thing, or it may be — 

MR. DAILEY: Ho, one is the report and the other 

is the telephone call, and Mr. Bernstein started to show how 
that corroborated the information he had from the report. 

THE COURT: I see. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 

"THE WITNESS: On September 14, 1936, Kipnis 

came to me and told me and also gave me a written report 
which I now have In my hand of a conversation he had that day 
with Joseph J. Weiss In which Mr. Weiss told him that things 
were getting hotj there was an investigation - he had a 
tip there might be an investigation under foot, a nd Kipnis - 



dp 65 “Ber ns te in-re cross 

and he said he would discuss with Kipnis what Kipnis > 

would do about it and also the question of getting out 
new insurance under a false name for Kipnis despite the 
fact that Kipnfs was already called for permanent and 
total disability. Kipnis gave us this report and said 
we could corroborate that by calling Joseph W e iss and re- 
ferring to that conversation. We told him to go ahead and 
do it, and he made the phone call. 

"Q. And that, was recorded over this telephone exten- 
sion? A. That was recorded over the telephone extension. 

“ft. And is Weiss Exhibit H for identification the 
recorded transcript of that conversation? A. It is. 

"Q. Tell us what there is In there that corroborates 
the conversation which Mr. Kipnis said he had had with Mr. 
Weiss? 

"MR. STRYKER: I object to that. 

"THE COURT: You have no right to put in the con- 

tents of an exhibit not in evidence. 

"MR. DAILEY: I will ask that It be marked in 

evidence. 

"MR. STRYKER: It is objected to as an Intercepted 

teiephonic communication and immaterial. I am probing the 
source of the knowledge of this witness and what was done 
with this evidence. 

"THE COURT: Let us have one agreement as we 
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start in and that is that arguments will not be volun- 
teered. If the Court wishes argument the Court will ask 
for it. The objection is made to the Introduction of this 
paper marked Exhibit H for identification. I am bound to 
sustain the objection. 

"MR. DAILEY: May I inquire the grounds? 

"THE COURT : It is a transcription of a telephone 

conversation, and the Supreme Court says that may not be 
received for any purpose. 

"MR. DAILEY: This 13 a preliminary hearing, your 

Honor . 

"THE COURT: The object of your question is to 

prove that Klpnis was in fact corroborated as he professed 
that he would be. Isn't that so? 

"MR. DAILEY: It is for the purpose of Illustrat- 

ing the system. 

"THE COURT: I don't think we need do that. The 

witness has told us why he went into this system. I would 
permit him to say whether it accomplished its purpose. 

"THE WITNESS: It did accomplish its purpose. 

"THE COURT: The objection is overruled and an 

exception will be noted." 

MR. LOEB: k*ay we have an exception? 

TEE COURT: It wa3 Mr. Dailey who took the ex- 


ception, 
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MR. DAILEY: May I have my exception again, your 

Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 

"Q. Now, without telling the Court what information 
you had, can you tell us what information you had - what 
defendants named in this indictment or co-conspirators 
named in the indictment you had information about? A. 

Prior to the arrest of May 18, 1937, we had information 
concerning all of the defendants from sources having nothing 
to do with any telephone conversations. 

"MR. STRYKER: I could not object to that because 

I could not fonsee the answer, but I move to strike It out 
as Incompetent, irrelevant and Immaterial and a character- 
isation. 

"THE COURT: The objection Is overruled. The 

motion is denied. 

"MR. STRYKER: May I have an exception." 

MR. NATHAN: Same exception. 

THE COURT: Yes. Same ruling. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 

follows ) : 

"Q. What about the people mentioned in the indictment 
as co-conspirators? A. You mean who subsequently became 
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government witnesses? 


"Q. Yes, and are not named as defendants • A* 1 had 
information as to all the Government witnesses who were 
named as co-conspirators. 

"THE COURT: Completely divorced from telephone 


taps? 


"THE WITNESS: Completely divorced from tele- 


phone taps. 

"Q. When you say all of them you mean who, mention the 
names please? 

"MR. STRYKER: May I have a general ruling. I 

move to strike out that answer as a mere characterization 
and expression of opinion as to a matter not competent for 
opinion evidence. 

"THE COURT: I don’t think it is a matter of 

opinion that he had information concerning a certain person 
at a certain time. 

"MR. STRYKER: I should think it would be a 

question of what the facts were. This a conclusion. 

"THE COURT: For the purpose of this inquiry, I 

will take the witness’ answer. 

"MR. STRYKER: An exception." 

MR. NATHAN: Same exception. 

(The reading of the. testimony was resumed as 

follows): 
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Will you n am e those other people you have Just 
“referred to? A. Yes. Joseph J. Weiss, Alfred L. Weiss, 
Martin Gross, Benjamin Nelson, Dr. Messman, Herman Berger, 
Morris Spitz and Dr. Maximilian Goldstein. 

*Q. How about Dr. Krupp? A. We knew of Dr. Krupp* 3 
participation in the case but not very much about It. 

"Q. This morning Mr. Stryker asked you whether or not 
you were present at any discussions with the United States 
Attorney or Post Office Inspectors regarding the desir- 
ability of placing telephone taps on the telephone of J • J. 
and A. L. Weiss, and Dr. Messman, and I believe you said 
you were? A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. Do you recall whether you expressed your opinion 
of What should be done in that respect at that time? A. 
Yes, sir. I was there wit h Mr. Pantaleonl a nd Mr. Silver, 
and Mr. Pantaleonl and Mr. Silver both expressed the views 
that they thought that tapping' telephones was unnecessary 
in view of the fact that there was a complete case here 
which would result, should result in the conviction of the 
defendants without the need of further corroboration. That 
there was ample corroboration both documentary and the 
recorded room conversation. I didn’t have a view one way 
or the other. Inspector Shea conferred with J^antaleonl and 
Mr. Silver. Other men in the United States Attorney’s 
office thoughtit would be a good thing if additional cor- 
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roboration was obtained. 

"REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRYKER: 

"Q. Do you know George J. Mintzer? A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. Did he do any work for you in connection with 
this Friedman and Kipnls office? A. No, sir. 

"Q. Did he do any work for yo|tf*por . anyone working for 
you during that time? 

"THE COURT: Is this relating to telephone taps? 

“MR. STRYKER: Yes, it is. It is certainly part 

of cross examination as to a matter that Mr. Dailey brought 
out. I think it is proper In view of the question of Mr. 
Dailey. 

“THE COURT: There must be a limit, Mr. Stryker, 

to this. 

"MR. STRYKER: I appreciate that and I am doing 

the best I know how. 

"THE COURT: This witness has said once and for 

all that he had no part In the hiring of Lefkowitz. You 
stated you had nothing to do with Lefkowitz going to W e iss? 

"THE WITNESS: That is right. 

"THE COURT: I am considering that closed. 

"MR. STRYKER: So that I may merely have your 

Honor's ruling, and I will obey it, does your Honor rule 
that this witness having said that, I am not to cross 
examine him? 
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"THE COURT: Not unless you can indicate to me 

how fa r the inquiry would be related to the subject mat- 
ter of this inquiry. 

"MR. STRIKER: The United States Attorney has 

brought out certain matters on cross examination and left 
them with the conclusion of the witness. That being so, 

I submit I would have the right to probe this. 

"THE COURT: Which one are you talking about? 

"MR. STRIKER: As to his having a complete case 

and as to what Kipnis told him, and as to having a com- 
plete case regarding these various persons. 

"THE COURT: We went over that this morning and I 

don't care to go over it any further. 

"MR. STRYKER: Has your Honor in mind the objec- 

tions I made a few moments ago? 

"THE COURT: Yes. 

"MR. STRYKER: And you rule that I am not to 

pursue that? 

"THE COURT: Yes. 

"MR. STRYKER: An exception." 

MR. NATHAN: The same exception. I assume that 

your Honor in this case adheres to the same ruling? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

(The reading of the testimony was resumed as 


follows ) : 
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"Q. In your cross examination, did you refer to the 
Yardley Fabrics? A. Yes, I did, 

"Q. Will you tell me what that was? 

"MR. DAILEY: I think Mr, Stryker Is going into 

the subject your Honor just ruled out. 

"THE COURT: .-hat Is that expression Yardley 

Fabrics? 

. “THE WITNESS: This place at 280 Broadway where 

1 1 the microphone was installed was called Yardley Fabrics 
lion the trial to give the appearance that Kipnis was in 
Utbe textile business. 

' "THE COURT: What is the question? 

"MR. STRYKER: I think he has answered my 

question except perhaps one thing. 

"Q. Did you have a brother associated with that busi- 
ness? A. There was a genuine business known as Yardley 
Fabrics which was run by my brother, and we called this 
place Yardley Fabrics so if they checked in the phone book 
Ithey could find such a place. 

"Q. Mr. Bernstein, your recent cross examination just 
nor by Mr. Dailey you remember you referred to Mr. Kipnis 
and a confession, I thinks you called it, that he made to 
you. Do you remember that? 

"THE COURT:. You referred to that at length this 
morning. Mr. Dailey unnecessarily went over the same 
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ground. I don't Intend to have it gone over a third time. 
"MR* STRYKER i I did not intend to do that, 

*Q. Did you state that Kipnis had told you or given 
you a tip-off that W ft iss was in some wise planning some 
further proceeding against insurance companies or present- 
ing some false claims? 

"MR. DAILEY: That is objected to your H 0 nor, as 

having been excluded as not a subject of inquiry. 

"THE COURT:' I think we have come to the end of 


that, 

"MR. STRYKER: Will your Honor permit my 

associate counsel to ask a question? 

"THE COURT: Provided it has not already been 


asked « 

"BY MR. SHAPIRO: 

"Q, Didn't you tell Mr. Dailey a few moments ago that 
in S e ptember, 1936, Mr. Kipnis had advised you that in a 
telephone conversation he had w ith V.'^iss, v. e iss had said 
that W is 3 had received a tip-off there was an insurance 
company investigation? A. No, sir, that is not right. 

"THE COURT: That is your only question, sir? 

All right, step down, Mr. Bernstein. Do you want to 
finish with Berger? 

"MR. STRYKER: No, I would like to finish in the 

proper order. He was called out cf order yesterday. 
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MR. DAILEY: 


Very well." 


We have got ten pages here of the 


testimony of Sylvia Schwartz, 
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(The testimony of the witness Sylvia Schwartz 
was read as follows ) : 

"SYLVIA. SCHWARTZ, recalled as a witness 
on behalf of the defendants, being previously d uly. 
sworn, testified further as follows; 

■DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. STRYKER : 

"Q. Mias Schwartz, you have been sworn? A. Yes, I have 
"Q. I won*t go over the figures we have, but how many 
girls do you remember having on the recording machines? 

A. At which place? . 

"Q, Well, the ones that recorded the Weiss and ttessman 
wires. A. Well, there was one girl operating each recording 
machine., aotu&lly operating the machine. 

"Q. Let me start over again: Somewhere there was 

a place where the girls were, on the recording machines 
to take the Messman talks? A. That is right. 
n Q. How many machines there? A. One. 

"Q. How many girls? A. One girl at the machine and 
one girl taking the stuff stenographically. 

"Q. What time did the girls go on duty? A. At about 
9 In the morning I guess. 

"Q 1 . When did they go off duty? A. Well, ltvaried. 

We would know from the conversation v/hen, for instance. 

Dr. Messman would be finished and then we could close up. 
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"Q. You sort of made your office hours to conform 
with Dr. Messman 1 s on that? A. That is right. 

THE COURT: What would the latest hour be? 

"THE WITNESS: Well, anywhere between seven and 

nine In the evening. 

"Q. I am talking about Kessman now. Was there also 
a machine to take the conversations over the V. r e iss wires, 

A. Yes, sir. 

W Q. Was that In the same place with the Messman machine? 
A. No, sir. 

n Q. That was a different place? A. Yes. 

"Q. How many machines were there? A. Two. 

"Q. Two different machines? A. Two separate machines. 

"Q. Only one as to Messman? A. That Is right. 

"Q. Would there be two girls, one to operate each 
of the two machines on the Weiss wires? A. Yes. 

"Q. In the place where the two machines to record 
the Weiss conversations were, was there also a girl 
to listen in on the conversations? A. Well, there was 
more than one girl. 

"Q. How many? A. I think there were four or five 
girl3. 

n Q. Four or five girls? A. Yes. 

«q. And how many on the Messman wires? A. Just one* 

"Q. I am going to follow the suggestion his Honor 
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tea made repeatedly and I will do it this way: I wish 

you would just take your time and as briefly as you can 
just tell me exactly what was done with regard to the 
recording of the conversations on the Messman wire, 
and then when you get through that we will come to w e lss. 
Firsts Hiss Schwartz, I am calling your attention to t he 
recording machines. Have you my point in mind? A. Yes. 

"Q. lhili you tell us what the facts are? A. Well, 
at the Messman office there was one recording machine — 

"Q. You do not mean at his office? A. At the set-up 
/ there, and when a call came in the n'h^ing on the phone 
registered on a machine there so we knew there was a 
call coming in. 

*Q. Pardon me for interrupting. Was that bell on 
this recording machine? Y/as that the way it worked? 

A. Well, no. There was just a separate attachment, a 
sort of a buzzer. It was connected in some way with 
the machine but it did not work on the machine. 

"Q. When that buzzer rang what did the girl do with 
the recording machine? A. She started the turn-table 
going and at the same time the stenographer would listen 
at the ear-phones and the girl listening at the ear- 
phones would 'listen from the beginning of the conversation 
a«i then determine whether or not it was to be recorded, 
not to be recorded the machine stopped and 


and if it we 8 
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the stenographer continued listening until she determined 
whether it was completely irrelevant or not# 

"Q. Now every time the telephone call c ame - we are 
talking about Mesaman, aren't we, first? A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. The Messman wire. A buzzer rang on some machine? 

A. Yes. 

"Q. And the girl operating the recording device threw 
a switch starting the machine working? A. That is right. 

"Q. Now then, at the same time the other girl with the 
earphones would listen and make notes in her stenographer's 
notebook? A. She would summarize it. 

n Q. She took stenographic notes? A. That is right* 

"Q. She was a stenographer? A. Yes. 

"Q. A person who could take things as people said 
them? A. tfhat is right* 

"Q. Is what you are telling me this: That in some 

Instances after the recording mechanism had been going 
forward on a call for some time, and then it was stopped - 
is that what you are telling me? A. Well, not for some 
time. It could usually be decided almost at once, 
within the first minute of the conversation whether or 
not it would be completely recorded. 

'•Q. Now tell me your method of deciding that. 

A. Well, you see there were several calls that were of a 
strictly private personal nature on that wire because 
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it was also Dr • Messman's home and we were not interested 
in that. 

*Q* I am not asking that at all. If the doctor would 
oall his wife or child or something like that — A. That 
is right; not personal calls made by him or any member 
of his family. 

"Q. Now from the start of the conversation by that 
time I suppose you knew who the family were and what 
he was talking about? A. Yes. 

“Q* And from the start it was a purely personal 
call such as going to the theatre or going to dinner or 
not coming home or something of that kind, you could pick 
up that very soon and not record it? A. Yes, sir, it was 
very simple to gather that immediately. 

"Q# Other than that type of conversation were all 
other conversations coming over the Vessman wire recorded? 

A. I would say about 99 per cent of them were. 

That I think helps me there. Now was it precisely 
the same procedure that was followed with respect to the 
Weiss wires? A. Well, there was one difference. 

"Q. Tell me the difference. A. And that was that 
on the. Weiss wires we could not record everything for 
the reason. that there were five trunk lines on that 
switchboard and we only had two machines and we could 
not record more than two calls at a time. 


dp 78 


1 S chwar t z -d ir © c t 


*<«*. Of course one machine could only record one call? 
A. That is right, and we used the same discretion in 
deciding what would be recorded with respect to any 
calls, more than two calls which were going on at once. 

We would use the same judgment as we did on the Messman 
wires. 

"Q. Suppose there were three conversations that seemed 
to be of a business character and from the start you could 
not tell whether that conversation might be the interest- 
ing one to the Government or not, how would you use your 
discretion then? A. Well, in that case if two calls that 
seemed relevant were being recorded and a third one came 
in — 

■Q. And that also seemed relevant? A. And that also 
seemed relevant, the only thing we could do was take it 
stenographically. 

*Q,. And that is what you would do? A. And and that is 
what we would do. 

n Q. And there were how many trunks did you say? 

A. Five. 

”Q. Suppose they were all working at once and all 
related to business conversations, were there enough 
stenographers to take the three conversations that could 
not be recorded on the two instruments? A. Yes, there 
were enough stenographers. 
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^ "Q. And was it done? A* ^hat was done. 

"Q. °ther than that was the same procedure followed 
wl^h respect to the Weiss wire-tapping as was followed 
with respect to t he Measman wire? A. That is right. 

"Q. I think that is quite clear. Just one or two 
other things: Let me have this, are these discs of the 

type that when the Instrument is finished recording the 
disc is completed or do they have to be subjected to some 
treatment? A. You mean when the record is finished it 
can be played instantly? 

"Q. You could stick it right on an appropriate type 
of machine and hear it? A. Yes, sir. 

*Q. What did you do with those discs from time to time 
in both of those instances after they were recorded? 

To whom were they delivered, if you know? A. Well, we 
did not deliver them. They were picked up by Inspector 
Shea. 

"Q* Did he personally do it? A. I don’t think in every 
case he personally did it. He might have sent someone. 

"Q. Either Inspector Shea or some one of his 
subordinates, is that right? A. That is right. 

"Q.‘ Do you know of your own knowledge what happened 
to them then? A. No, I do not Uno® what happened to them 
then. 

mq. That is all you can tell me? A. 


That is all I knew 
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"Q* I think that is clear. With respect to those 
stenographic summaries that were made, of course the first 
procedure would he to get it on a stenographer's notebook? 

A, That is right, 

H Q. In stenographic characters? A, Yes, sir, 

*Q. Then they had to be transcribed on the typewriter? 

A, That is right, 

n Q. Was that done right away? A. Yes, sir, 
n Q, When that was done what was done with the typewritten 

summaries? A, The same thing as was done with the records, 

n Q, They were likewise given to either Mr. Shea or one 
of his subordinates? A, Yes, sir. 

"Q. That terminated your knowledge of it and that is 
as far as you know yourself? A. That is as far as I know, 

"Q. Now were carbon copies made of those summaries? 

A. Yes. 

n Q. How many? I believe we made an original and 

three copies, 

M Q, What was done with the carbon copies? A. They 
all went together with the original. They went with the 

original. They were taken out of the office at the same 

time. 

”Q. Silver & Bernstein were your employers? A. 

"Q. Were they not shown to them? A. No, not by 


Yes, sir 
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not by any of the girls In our office. 

*Q. Where are these stenographic notebooks that the 
girls used In making those notes? A. They are on the 
fourteenth floor In this building. 

*Q. I am not interested in what floor. Are they in the 
United States Attorney* a office or in inspector Shea's 
officeT A. Well, the offices we use upstairs. 

*Q. They are in the hands of the Government somewhere? 
A. Yes, sir. 

"Q, So, so far as your knowledge goes they have the 
discs and the stenographic summaries; they have the 
transcripts of such discs as were transcribed, indicating 
the persons that talked and they have all the carbon 
ooples of the summaries? A. Yes, sir. 

"q. Did you prepare an index or indices of any of those 
groups of things that I have talked about; either the 
summaries or discs or whatnot? A. Yes, I did. 

"Q. Is that in the possession of the United States 
Attorney? A. Yes, sir. 

»q. And if his Honor were to permit me to see it 
would that index tell me this: For Instance, how many 

discs of talks of Mesaman were recorded and where they 
are filed by some practice so that they could be found? 

Well, I don’t quite understand - how many talks? 

W Q. I mean would the index, suppose I were allowed 
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to look at it, could I turn to the index and find 
immediately the Messman discs; so that I could, from 
the index, lay my hands on the Mess.man discs? A. Yes. 

"Q. And similarly as to all the other parties or 
persons in this case? A, Yes,, sir* 

"ft. Is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

"Q. And would that index also give me, if I were to 
see it, the dates of the respective conversations? 

A. Yes, sir, date and time, 

"Q. And if I had the index I could very promptly 
determine what talks there were within a few days before 
or after some particular talk that was used In the last 
trial? A. Well, yes, I guess you could. They were 
all there w 

"MR. STRYKER: Miss Schwartz, I am very much 

obliged. I think you have given me all I wanted to find 
out. 

"(Witness excused.)" 

MR. DAILEY: I do not know whether counsel have 

agreed as to Dr. Messman's testimony. 

MR. YOUNG: As to Dr. Messman’s transcript, sir, 

I took upon myself the reading of the transcript. It 
consists of perhaps 110 pages, but there are a number of 
pages missing, pages 82 to 89'. Those X did non read, of 
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course* 

MR# DAILEY: Just a moment, I have two other 

snail volumes here of testimony. I do not know whether 
those are the missing pages or not. Those are all I have 
of Dr, Messman. You realize. It was not all in one 

volume • 

MR. YOUNG: Well, of course I have not read those, 

so I will have to reserve those for a moment. 

Now as to the question of the substance of this 
testimony dealing with what happened on February 19 or 
February 20, I find from an examination of the testimony 
I read that that subject Is treated only on pages 13 to 
32 inclusive, no more. I carefully checked that. All 
the rest of the testimony deals with what I think might 
perhaps be germane in this inquiry, but by conference with 
counsel we respectfully ask this Court to defer the 
reading of Dr. Messman* s testimony. It may be that we will 
dispense with it, but we are not quite sure at this moment, 
and we reserve the right, if the Court please, to be 
permitted to read it at a later date if we decide we shall 
want it . 

THE' COURT: Very good. 

MR. -YOUI’.G: As for the balance of the testimony 

just handed to me, I shall read that too, and shall report 
on that as soon as possible. 
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THE COURT: Very good. Perhaps you would like 

to defer what you have to say to see If the missing volumes 
fit in. 

MR. YOUNG: Yes. 

MR. DAILEY: Now do you want to call any 

witnesses? 

MR. YOUNG: Yes. We shall call Inspector Shea. 

FRANK E. SHEA, called as a witness on behalf 

of the defendants, being first duly sworn, testified 
as follows : 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 3Y MR. YOUNG: 

Q. Inspector Shea, your testimony that you are about 
to give is, as it were, a prolongation of the testimony 
that has been read here given by you in the Weiss case? 

A. It is, sir. 

Q. And I will proceed from that point on. Now I think 
somewhere in your testimony you stated that in December, 
some time In December, 1956, you concluded that your 
investigation was completed, and that you handed in a 
report? A. Yes, sir. 

q. Can you tell us the first report that you handed in, 
the date of the first report? A. December 6, 1956. 

Q. Is that report in court here today? A. No, sir; 
that was sent to Y.ashlngton. 
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DAILEY: No questions. 


- «mr. 

"('.Yltnees ercused.)" 

NAHUM A. B E R if 3 T E IK, called as a witness on 
■behalf of the defendants, being duly sworn, testified 

as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. NATHAN: 

Mr. Bernstein, the room at 230 Broadway in which this 
devioe was installed was paid for by your clients, the 
insurance companies? A. YeB. 

Q. Y ou advanced the money on their behalf? a. Yes, sir 
(}. And the stenographers in that room were all either 
employees of the insurance companies or of Bernstein & 

Silver? A. They were all our employees, Silver & Bernstein's. 

Q. Now in addition to Mr. Kipnis who, I understand, 
in the employ or service of your firm for a time, that r?s 
also true of Friedman, was it not? A. Yes, sir. 

And when these records were made either on a disc 
or in the shape of stenographic notes, they were Immedi tely 
transcribed the stenographer — 

THE CCURT: Didn't Mi 83 Schwartz testify on that 

subject? 

MR. NATHAN: Nell, that is just one question *-hrt 

I think I should not have asked, but it is preliminary to 
the next one. I will withdraw it, though, if your Honor 
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thinks that it is in the record sufficiently clear. 

After the transcripts were jade, were they 
submitted to either you or your partner, *ir. Silver? 

A. Or other members of the joint firms that ’ r ere 
associated. 

^ ft. You mean this other firm of attorneys? A. Hodges, 
Reavis, Pantaleonl & Downey. 

Q. They all came to your firm, irrespective of whether 
they were also submitted to the other firm; isn*t that the 
fact? A. I saw all of them, I should say. 

Q. And you read all of theiu at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

< 4 . And you picked out the ones that you deemed important., 
did you not, and so marked them? A. Yes, sir. 

4. Now is it the fact that when you read those transcripts 
and you saw the name of a person mentioned whose name down 
to that time you did not know, that you used that name for 
the purpose of further invea tigation? A. No, sir. 

Do you understand my question? A. Yes, sir. 

You made no use of that na>’.e? A. Other than to 
know it and keep records of it. 

vi. Did you investigate the files of the insurance 
company ‘s clients in connection with the names that were 
in the compeny so far as a claim or claims of that person 


it- 
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was concerned? A. Not at that time, 


I* 




You did do that later? A. Yes. 

<j. Some time in the course of the Invest igation? 

A* Yea. !4ay I explain that a little further? 

Yes. 

THE COUHT: Yes. 

A. You see, are were conducting what we considered an 
undercover investigation, and our informat ioii also led to 
persons in the employ of the Disability Departments of 
insurance companies as being involved in these frauds, and 
it was for that reason that at that time we would not request 
any files for fear of having people in the departments know 
that an investigation was on foot. 

Q. Tell me, please, when it was that thrt inhibition 
was removed? A* The inhibition was partially removed to 
the fcxtent that members of the committee were pre- 
senting — r 

(i. '.Then, is the question. Give me the l.onth. A. From 
the period, I think,- from December, 103?, until the arrestR; 
during that period after we cc:ue to the United States 
Attorneys office. Around that time. 

4 . And then it was thrt you be..- an to investigate the 
names and the claims of the persons whose identity had be-n 
revealed in the transcripts of the ta.s; ie thr.fc corr-'^t? 

■JLI. DAI'^LY: I object to that. There is no such 
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U'l 


testimony. 

THE COURT: I have not heard a word about 

identity. 

A. When you say "taps," there were room conversations 
and there were the telephone conversations in both of those 
officeis. 

Yes? A. I do not think there were any conversations ' ' 

that I could ever recall with anybody whose names we did not 
already know, because the method of conducting this i 

investigation was to hold conversations with people whom 
we knew about, whom either kr. Kipnis or gr. Friedman 
knew about, and called them into the room., and then jl 

discussed their situation with then; so we really learned 
no additional facts from which we could summon these t 

company files. What we did do was to subsequently summon 
the files concerning claims like Kipnis and the cases Kipnis 
had told us about, which were quite a number. 

«i. Are you telling us that there was no name divulged 
or learned by you from the transcripts of the telephone 
taps which you did not know of before? A. I do not know 
whether there were or were no.t. There may be. If I were to 
go over all of them, I might be able to find the-;, but I 
do say that we did not just go to •"ork end get files every 
time we saw a name mentioned. 

Is the ?ar.e thin- true of the Transcripts tf the 
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so-called room conversations? A. Yes. 

Q. How after you or your partner, or either of you 
had read the transcripts that were made by your steno- 
graphers, and you had picked out the important ones, the 
ones that you believed most important, did you hold your 
conferences with the representatives of the United States 
Attorney's office? A. Yes, sir. 

<4. And did you discuss those transcripts the contents of 
which you deemed most important with the representatives of 
the United States Attorney's of floe? A. Yes, sir. 

(4. And can you fix the period when those talks between 
you and the representatives of the united States Attorney* s 
offloe began? A. Yes, I think in December of 1936. 

Q. And continuing from time to time down to when? 

A* How Inspector Shea came to our offices at the end of 
November, or the beginning of December, and I think it w?s 
during that month, Vte pretty well exhausted the subject 
during that month, I think. 

4. I take it that those representatives of the 
United States Attorney's office were u . t . Krufmen and r. 

Dailey and kr. Noonan? A. And .;r. Hardy and . r. Poweleon. 

$. Did you give at that time either a copy of those 
transcripts whioh you deemed most important to the United 
States Attorney's office, or tell the.r. whr-t you had lerr-r 1 , 
or give to them the substance of those transcripts? 
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A. I think Inspector Shea immediately canoe down to our 
offloe and took most everything with him, brought them 
down to the United States Attorney's office. 

Q. I am asking you what you did with the representatives 
of the United States Attorney's office, and not what 
Inspector 8hea did* A. What I did was to give them to 
Inspector Shea when he came down to see ue. We turned 
everything over to him. 

(t. Did you investigate any clue or any lead which you 
got from those transcripts of whet I will call, for the sake 
of convenience, wire-tapping evidence? A. I can't think of 
any investigation that we conducted, because after December 
it was in the hands of the Government, from that time on. 

(J. Did you work in connection with the Government? 

A* Yes. We conducted no investigations whatever — 

q. When I use the word "investigation" do you under- 
stand that I am referring to the getting of information 
concerning one or more persons who later became defendants 
in this case? A. As I recall it, the whole /eriod from the 
time we began to cooperate with the Government, t’nrt is, 
December, until the arrests, was a period of collatinr 
under the headings of the various cases that wer» beinr 
prepared for arrest that material which w- alrer J y had. 

'JR, NA p HAh: lisy I have that read? 

THE CC’raT:. Yes, you may. 
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(Last answer read.) 

THE '.7IT1TESS: And may I add this. That is best 

indicated by the fact that the only time I did any work 
in connection with it was right over here at the United 
States Attorney's office, going over the material with 
some of the men and explaining what I knew about the 
background of this thing — 

< 4 . And that material included the wire-tapping evidence, 
did it not? A. I do not know of any wire-tapping evidence 
that existed at that time. You choose to call it that, 
jj. Nathan. 

<4. ,<ell., I am using the word or term "wire-tapping 

evidence" as including the so-called room conversations. 

THE CO TT RT: Please don't. The room conversations 

have been ruled upon. Hoorn conversations are not included 
in the vrir e-tapping. They do not involve Section 505 of the 
Federal Co.n.nnnicet i ons Act. 

iL.1. 1TA r HAi: : 2ny I have the benefit of an 

exception to that? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

n^rv rH-MT ; Because I do not know that your Honor 
has ruled thrt quite as squarely at any preceding time in 
the course of the hearings. 

THE COURT: I had intended to, and I certainly did 

in the '/pIps case. 
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MR. DAILEY: I assumed from counsel's Quest! cr.in;- 

that the wire taps referred to communi cat ions over the 
telephone. 

THE COURT: Yes, over the telephone, and not the 

room conversations at all. 

^£R. DAILEY: Was that the witness's understanding 

of what Mr. Nathan was talking about? 

THE UITNESS: No. lir. Nathan asked me to assume 

when he used the term "wir e-tapping " he meant both, and I 
have been making that assumption, although I do not agree 
with it. 

MR. NATHAN: May I proceed, your Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

BY MR, NATHAN: 

Q. May I ask you if the names of all the present 
defendants in this case had been revealed to you at the time 
that you arranged with Mr. Hardy for the installation of the 
wire-tapping? A. No, sir. 

Ci. Uere those names ascertained by you durin- +-h*> 
course that the wir e-t apo ing devices were in opereti-o? 

MR. DAILEY: No objection to the witness 

answering if- he can speak of his own knowledge. 

A. I just want to be clear. Now when you uf° "wire- 
tapping* you- mean the wire-tapping that the GrOv err. *i«nt — 

Q. His Honor has stated very clearly ^h-t "wire-t^- - ^ 
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means, actual wire-tapping. 

id. DAILEY; '.fell, he stated it very clearly, 
hut I do not think you and the witness understand each 
other or, at least, I do not think that the witness 
understands exactly what you are talking about. 

UR. 1TATKA1T : I ara sorry if he does not. 

UR. DAILEY: I would like to hare it understood, 

Mr. Nathan, whether you are talking about wire-tapping with 
relation to 280 Broadway, or wire-tapping done by the 
Government, and I think that is what the witness is asking 
you. If you object to answering, all right. 

UR. NATHAN: I do not think the witness asked 

anything. 

UR. DAILEY: I think he meant to say it, but 

you interrupted him. 

UR. ITATHAII : I did not interrupt him. 

THE , f ITITESS: I think we can understand it this 

way: There were three types of recordings: One, room 

recordings; second., recordings on the telephone at 280 
B roadway and at 28th 9 treet, third, there were the 
recordings of intercepted telephone calls by the 
Government. Those are the three categories as I understand 
it. The f i r 8 1 two were made by our firm in the course of 
our own investigation. 

vl. How in the course of either of those first two 


lc 


Bernstein-direct 
classes that you have described, did you .learn the names 
of any of the present defendants in this case here on 
trial? A. 1 learned of four of the present defendants 
but not from those recordings. I knew of four of them 
prior to making the recordings. 

Who are the four? A. The four were Dr. Maximilian 
Goldstein, Herman Rubin, Dr. Schwartz and Irving 
Ilentuch. 

Q. When did you first learn of the names of the other 
defendants? A. Just let me see who they are. 

BY THE COURT: 

Q. How about Hessenberg? A. Hessenberg? I learned 
about Mr. Hessenberg from some of the assistant district 
attorneys after Dr. Messman had confessed about his case. 

Q. That would be then after May 19, 1937, is that it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

BY MR. NATHAN: 

Q. Can you fix the date more definitely? A. If you can 
tell me the datfc when Dr. -.essman .uade his confession about 
Hessenberg, I suppose I learned it shortly thereafter. 

I can't help you. 

THE COURT: No, he can't. 

<}. I can tell you this, that- Hessenberg ras 'irst 
indicted July 31, 1939. .'ill that hel., yon? a. I can't 
possibly tell how long after Dr. hews man's confession 
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Heseenberg was Indicted, but It was during the period 
somewhere after Dr. iieBsraan* s arrest, and he proceeded 
to confess about a great number of cases, and whenever 
he confessed about the Hessenberg case — 

Q. Pardon me. Have you finished? 

THE COURT: No, he has not. 

A. (Continued) And iflienever during the progress of 
those statements when he confessed about Hessenberg, I 
probably heard it within a few days. 

Was it prior to the Weiss trial? A. I could not 
remember any more. 

THE COURT: Now the next defendant, if you will 

let me finish this, please, is Schoenberg. When' did you 
hear about him? 

THE VITIFE9S: In exactly the same manner I henrd 

about Hessenberg; only from Government officials after rr. 
J4e8sman had confessed. 

•*. And at the acme time thet you heard about Hessenberg, 
or a different time? A. probably at a different time, 
whenever he confessed about Schoenberg. 

BY THE COURT: 

vi. Now the defendant Cooper. A. The defendant Cooper 
I learned of wholly independently of this whole investi- 
gation by the Government. I learned that in tniB .-.anner — 

*. Can you give us the a roxi nr.tely ? A. Shortly 
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after kay 18, 1937. On kay 18, 1937 the Government sent 
out a series of subpoenas to innumerable insurance 
companies asking for all cases, for the files of all 
cases in ifeich either the firm of J. J. and^J) L. .Teiss, 
or the firm of Oarrow & Garrow, or Dr. Goldstein or certain 
other doctors were involved; and then I examined a great 
many of those files that my clients were preparing for 
submission to the United ^States Attorney's office, and 
in ths course of my examination I ran across the Oooper 
file, and reading the file, it appeared to me to be 
fraudulent — 

Q. All right. That is the way you found out fcout It? 
A. That is the way I found out about it, that is the first 

I heard about it. 

MR. NATHAN: Has your Honor finished? 

THE OOURT: Yes. 

BY UR. NATHAN: 

Now you saw the transcripts of the wire-tapping 
that the Government conducted, did you not? A. I did not. 
I may occasionally have seen one or two, but I did not as 
a regular thing. 

q. ’7ere you ever refused access to those transcripts? 
A. I never asked for access. 

kR. DAIL-2Y : I think this line of inquiry h-e 

been fully covered. 
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THS COURT: It 8ee.ns to .-e it ie fairly 

repetitious just now. 

•JR. NATHAII: I am sorry, your Honor — 

THS COURT: ,/hat is it you want to develop from 

him that pertains to the Garrow case? 

MR. HATHA!!: I wanted to ascertain the answers to 

the questions I sun asking him, all of which I think are 
very material to me and bear very pertinently upon the 
wire-tapping so far as the Garrow case is concerned. 

THE COURT: Perhaps it is due to ray stupidity. 

How will you tell me what — 

JR. HA "HA1J : Ho, it .may be my stupidity, your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: ..'ill you tell me, pleaee, what f?cts 

you axe trying to bring to light? 

'JR. l!A r HAIT: I a m trying to bring out from the 

mouth of this witness the use, direct and indirect, that 
he made of wire-tappinr evidence. I am also trying to 
prove the use, both direct end indirect, that he cade of 
the so-called room evidence. 

THE COURT: I have no objection to. yo’ir asking 

him that, if you will point his attention to the Garrow 
case. I thin’: the witness has been sufficiently examined 
with reference to ell .raiss matters, and taat xe> the 
ruling, and non from this time forth please direct your. 
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aitwation to Garrow matters. 

NATHAN:. May I note an exception? 

THI COURT: Yes. 

NT MR. NATHAN: 

Q. Now bo far as the defendant Hessenberg was 
concerned, did you see the transcripts of the taps to which 
Ne was a party? a. I am not quite sure whether there are 
any taps on Hessenberg. I do not recall j ever seeing any. 

Q. It has been stated here on this hearing by _r. 
Dailey that there were nine such wire taps and transcripts 
with the defendant Hessenberg. a. '.fell, if that is so, I 
never saw them. 

Q,. In connection with the preparation of this Garrow 
oaae for trial, has your firm maintained at its expense 
representatives in the offices of the United Strtes 

Attorney? 


MR. DAILEY: Is that material to this inquiry, your 

Honor? I object to it. 

THE COURT: The question is directed to the Grrror 

case. I will allow it. 

A. Yes, two girls arri ,r. jail. 

4. Their time was spent exclusively 'urhp their 
working hours in the office of the United states Attorney 
for the use of the United 5 to ter Attorney ir. connect i r 
with the Garro' 7 case? A- Dnrin; t: ti...es r 


t i ...ea 
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active, yes. 

<4. And this Mr. 3ell -whose name you give is the 
gentleman who sits at the counsel table alongside of 
Mr. Dailey now? A. Yes. 

THE COURT: Removed three paces from him. 

Cl. In connection with the preparation of this Garrow 
case for trial, have you at any time since that work began 
looked over the transcripts of the wire taps? 

THE COURT: 'vYhat wire taps? 

i£l. 1IATHA1I: ’Veil, the wire taps — I said in the 

Garrow case, the preparation of the Garrow case — 

THE COURT: iVell, I mean, have yo u reference to 

wire taps of conversations of any named persons? That is 
what I mean. 

liR. IIATHaIT: ..'ell, I do not limit my question. 

Any of the wire taps, is my question, without any limit 
as to names. ' 

A. I don't think so. 

Are you sure? A. Le" me explain it this way: Vs 

decided it long before re be^en t® do any preparation on 
the Garrow cc.se not to use any "ire tops. The reason why 
I mi not completely sure is thet there ae.y have tsen one 
unusual r 'ire tap ~r somethin,': of unusual interest tnr*" -spy 
have been shown to -? r -uriu this whole period, not in 
the course of ..r-vn'cU v.i of case rcprrdir.." any of tne 
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persons mentioned in the indict .cent. I mean, I can think 
of one that I may have seen. 

Q. Whet one is that? A- There was one -dTe tap with 
a man by the name of Silverman in which there was some 
discussion as to whether the doctor would coach him or 
the lawyer would coach him as to his symptoms, and as a 
matter of interest somebody ran across thet and showed it 
to me* I don* t 'mow just who showed it to me. 

Who showed it to you? A. One of the assistants. 

I saw it* That is why I am not certain. In other words, 
as a regular thing we did not use the wire taps at all in 
the preparation of the case, but I recall that one. 

Q. When were you told so far as the Garrow case is 
concerned that the wire taps were not to be used in connection 
withthe preparation of the case for trial? A. I think we 
deoided that about during or after the Weiss case; around 
that time. 

Q. After the W eiss case was tried? A. Yes, or durirv- 
the time the Weiss case was tried; around that ties. 

^ Are you sure it was not until after the Weiss case 
was heard and determined by the Supreme Court? A. Wo, I 
know it was before that, for the reason thct aside fro a 
the decision of the Courte, we had lone decided that it 
was completely unnecessary in the Garrow case. 

Q. You have used the word "we. M Wow to whom ^ o you 
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refer toy the word "we"? A. Of course, I had no authority 
to determine. When I say "we determined, " I mean we 
discussed it. 

"4* w ho is the "we "? A. Mr. Hardy, I suppose; Mr. 
Dailey, Mr. Kaufman and Mr. UcKnight. H s would ell gather 
around ^nd discuss these problems both af lew and of fact. 
When I say "we determined," I mean we all reached a eimilar 
conclusion. 

THE COURT; Do you mean to say tlr* t any group of 
lawyers, as IcTge cs th-=t ever agreed on anything? 

THE WITNESS; That is one of the few things we 
agreed on* your Honor. 

Q. Did you in connection with the preparation of the 
Oarrow c*se for trisl or prior to the time when thet 
preparation began, confer with any of the persons who ere 
going to be witnesses in this trial? 

?TR. DAILEY; I do not think that question is 
susceptible of an answer. I do not think anybody knows 
who ere going to be witnesses on this triall 

MR. NATHAN; Yo’J have stated the persons. Possibly 
I can use y jut list. 

THE CC TT RT: I think y^ur question must confined 

to any person connected with the t-leoh ne t-p — 

MR. NATHAN; That w- s ^oing t) be my next 


question 
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THE COURT: Let us have it and seve tir?**. 

What ie thst gentleman's name? 

THE WITNESS; Silverman? 

THE COURT: Now have you dlscusped, if you know, 

with any witness anything concerning Silverman's claim or 
Its handling? 

$HE WITNE68: No, sir. 

"THE COURT: Now is it your testimony thrt it ie 

your hest recollection that you have not examined or 
listened to any trrnecripte or reproducti -ns of teleph ne 
taps in connection with the preparation of the Oarm^ case 
for trial? 

THE WITNESS; That is right. 

THE COURT: Very good. 

Now I think your examination of this witnes- is 
neorly at an end? 

I»R, NATHAN: Not only ie It nearly ?t an end, it 

is at an end, your H 0 nor* 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 

THE COURT; Do any other counsel tc incuir®? 

(No response.) 

* THF COURT: Next ritneee. 

(Witness excueed.) 

MR. DA I LEV; Unless counsel h- w e^riebody el p* 
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they expect to call, shel . we go on with the reading? 

THE COURT; Is there any of IZess.-.an* e testimony 
that can be omitted as far as you gentlemen know? 

KR. YOUNG; As fax as I am concerned, sir, I 
am perfectly willing to waive it, because I have read it; 
and in this connection may I venture to suggest, your 
Honor, do not imagine th.:t we ore engaged in sny sort of 
dilatory tactics at all. For my part I an perfectly 
willing to waive it. The others say they have not read 
it, they have not beard it; they are in a different 
position. 

THE COURT; I wonder if we could save some time 
by having them look it ov^r, and they could reach a 
conclusion as to whether they wish to read it all. You can 
skip through it very quickly, you know, if you choose to. 

UR.KATHAa: I nay make this suggestion, which 

may be helpful. It cay not. If we are given the 
opportunity of th“ rest of the afternoon to go over it, 
in all probability all of the defendant* whose counsel c-re. 
here will De -able to then stcte to your Honor in the morning 
that they kn-'-w wh?t it is, nnd they are satisfied to have 
it transcribed into foie record oy foe etenOK-rrph- r it hie 
convenience, instead of hei.nr r erson-jl!y read. 

Now ther is hut on- r-errvti -e. tv- t T oer"on-l ly 
h.ve to - no th-t if tn t I .eve not yet read it. 
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It may be th^t there are one or two que^ti jn.^ cimiJ-r 
in quantity or number to thoee th-t I asked !'r. Bernstein 
on matters th-it may not h*v e been brought out. A 5 I 
recall your Honor's ruling at the beginning of this 
hearing, we were to have that opportunity if there were rny 
questions. ^ > 

THE COURT 5 Oh yes, of course. I do not wish to 
curtail you in making a satisf ectory y here, but it occurs to 
me at least to the extent to which testimony already given 
needs to be supplemented for the purpose of this hearing, 
is pretty limited. 

MR. NATHAN: 1 do not know th?t there will be 

any. I think if your Honor will adjourn now, and let up 
stay here end go through that transcript together, that we 
will be able to save the actual reading of it, taking up 
your Honor' s time and our own. 

THE COURT: That is entirely satisfactory. 

Now is there any other witneee whose testimony 
you desire to know anything about T 

MR. NATHAN:. So frr as I am concerned, other than 
the possible calling of Dr. Vessman for a few questions, 
if there are any that I have to ask of him, I kn vf n^ 
other witness. I cannot speak, nor do I spesk for any 
other counsel. 

MR. YOUNG; I do not intend to cel 3 any other 
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witness. 

MR. LOEB: Nor I. 

THE COURT: Now I think th*>t so far as Rosenbr?ura 

is concerned, on Mr. Deiley*3 statement this naming, th~t 
it is unnecessary for you to examine him now* If st the 
trial you think there is anything- in his testimony that 
you think disqualifies him as e witness, you will have 
ample opportunity then. 

MR. NATHAN: That applies to any other Government 

witness? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. PORST: That is catief aeto»y. 

THE COURT: I could not possibly in this hearing 

foreclose the proper consideration of objections to be made 
on the trial. In the light of the Supreme Court decision, 

I should think that would be perfectly obvious. 

Then we will adjourn until tomorrow morning at 
10:30, gentlemen, in the hope th^t we can dispose of the 
matter before the noon recess. 

MR. YOUNG: May I suggest, your Honor, in the event 

we decide we do not need to have the testimony read, that 
perhaps we do not hove to come b:*ck tomorrow morning? Can 
we not give you the information today at the end of the 
day? 

T^'F COIHT: I an at your service in any wry, but 
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perhaps it would be more orderly if we had the matter 
called in the morning, and have some one of you 
representing all the defendants make 3 statement as to 
the disposition of the matter, 

(Adjourned to May 39, 1940, at 10:30 A. M.) 
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